is in poi, with meekneſs and fear 
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V Ince you have been pleaſed, Sir, 
do give your ſelf the Trouble of 
looking over the CASE STATED, 
Z AW with your Popiſh Friend, I pre- 
ſume it may be no Offence to beg, that you will 


be ſo kind as to ſurvey it once more, or rather 


your Friends Reflections upon it, together with a 
Member of the Church e who J aſſure 
vou means neither you, nor any one elſe 
Harm; and who earneſtly deſires to be ſerviceable 
to you to the beſt Purpoſes, as the Author of the 
Caſe ſtated alſo did; I mean in order to your 
Temporal, and much rather to your Eternal In- 


. .. Reftater. Such Kindneſs as this is what every 
one ought highly to value. And could I poſſibl7 
hope to reap any Advantage by a Review of that 

Converſation, between the Lord and the Gentleman, I 
ſhould be glad to go over-it again and again, till 
You: were quite tired with it. But to deal plainly 
wich you, by what I have ſeen of it already, I de- 


— 


ſpair of its having any good effect upon me, or any 


one elſe that conſiders it carefully and impartially. 

Vind, Do not be fo poſitive. I hope you may 
find your ſelf miſtaken in this Suppoſition, as fond 
as you are of ic, . 1 


Rs 


I res * SAE —— . , a 


1 
Reſt. Then, if you pleaſe, let us try. : 
Vind. With all my Heart, And may the Al- 

mighty graciouſly direct our Underſtandings, 

that we may diſcern the Truth, and ſincere- 
ly embrace and adhere to it. 
Reſt. Will you pleaſe then to begin. 
Vind. J forbear to enquire what * extreme Satis- 

Faction you profeſs to have had, in reading the 

Caſe Stated, and what Expectation you would be 

thought ta have entertained, of its bringing your 

Popiſh Friend to renounce a ſuperſtitious Religion, pre- 

judicial to bis Intereſts, both in this World, and in the 


next. In this I cannot perſwade my ſelf, that you 


expect, or even defire to be believed; but doubt 


rather that you love that Superſtitions, and indeed 


with it upon whatever account. 

"Ref. This is not to the Point we are upon, of 
tho God V -W A 
Vind. But it certainly is to the point of your 
Sincerity. However J let it paſs, and proceed to 
the firſt Section of your Letter; where it is obſer- 
vable, you ſilently paſs over what is urged in the 
Caſe Stated, as to the Hope of Salvation in the 
Chun n 

I. Reft. Pray how do you mean? I ſay, yon ſee, 
Sir, your Authors firſt Paragraph. Can there be any 
thing more ſhamefully unjuſt * What Roman Catholick 
ever denied Jeruſalem to be the Mother Church, 8c. 
Vind. I am very ſenſible you do ſay it; but 
that is what I complain of, that you call this the 
firſt Paragraph, whereas there is certainly another 
before it; and ſuch an one, as well deſerved your 


Idolatrous Religion too well, to think of parting 


Conſideration. Pray, my Lord, ſays our Author, 


What is there in the Communion. of the Church of 


8. 


g 5 — 
. . | „„ „„ 144 
| Fi all + 61g F þ © 2 F-:--Þ Y 
Pe $3 England, 
Pd 


England, | ſhow/d. make gon think your Soul in any. 


Danger? Would there be any Hazard of your Soul, if 


there were n0 Invocation of Saints that are dead, in the 
Offices of the Church: No Pictures or Images of God to 
to be ſeen there: No Elevation of the Hoſt, which was 


z but of late Years brought into the Church : No Prayers 


, 


were in the Vulgar Tongue: And if the Sacrament 


| for Souls out of Purgatory : If the Publick Prayers 


were given in both Kinds, &. It is certain, theſe 


are things which God has not required at our 


Hands, all but the Two laſt. The reſt he has no 


where enjoined, yet you practiſe them; theſe he 
has taught and expreſly commanded, and you for- 
bear, and forbid them. And our Worſhip there- 
fore is not the worſe, for not concurring with 
yours, in theſe Corruptions, nor our Souls any 
way endangered by it. So long as we are ſound. 
in the Faith, and our Offices right in other Re- 
ſpecs, - our Service cannot poſſibly be the leſs 
available to Salvation, for being, free from ground- 
leſs Additions. This is ſo evident to every one, 
who is but tolerably acquainted with the Holy 
Scriptures, that it was artfully done of you, to 
take no notice that any ſuch Caſe had ever. been 
put, and to call the next the firſ# Paragraph, as if 


nonę other had gone before it. 


IL Ref. Well, but what ſay you, Sir, to what 
J call the firſt Paragraph? Can any tbing be more 


| ſhamefully unjuſt? What Roman Catholick ever de- 


nied Jeruſalem to be the. Mother Church in the Senſe © 
this Author ſpeaks of? _ -. "Ms 

Vind. But why do you Roman Catholicks, as you 
ſtile your ſelves; why, I ſay, do you call yours. 
the Mother Church, as if all others had ſprung from 
it, when as you know, and do here confeſs, that 


not Rome, but Feruſalem was the firſt Seat of Chri- 


ſtianity, where the Goſpel began to be publiſhed, 
and from whence its Sound went cut, not to Rome' 


A 3. only 


(6) 


only, but into all Lands, and its glad Tidings ante 


the Ends "of the Earth, and was for this reaſon 
antiently owned to be * rhe Mother of alt Churches. 

Reſt. This we all grant; but what 1 blame this 
Author for, is, fixing an Opinion upen w, which we 
do not own ; as if we held the Church of Rome, 


to be antienter than that of FeryſalewſS 0 


Vind. I am ſure this is the moſt natural, and 


proper Signification of the Mother of all Churches. 


Pope Piuss Creed, when we ſay, Sanctam Catholi- 


cam, - Apoſtolicam Romanam Eccleſiam omnium Ec » | 


eleſcarum Matrem & Mapiſtram agnoſco, I own the 
Holy Catholick and Apoſtolick Roman Church, 
to be the Mother and Miſtreſs of all Churches. 

Vind. Pardon me good Sir, if I do not think this 


ſo very plain. For here you acknowledge your 


Roman Church, to be not only the Miſtreß, but 
the Mother too of all Churches. And what need 
of this Title, if you mean no more by it, than 
you do by the other of Mitre? 

III. -R. But What have you to ſay againſt her 
being the Miſtreſt of all other Churches, with an 
indiſputable Supremacy over them all. 

Vind. Well, I will proceed to anſwer this Que- 
ſtion, and muſt cell you here, that this is a vain 


— 


rp n 


Reſt. That is very ſtrange. 


* 


Vind. Not fo vety ſtrange neither. For you 


yourſelf grant + that throughout the Holy Scri- 
pture, 7here is no Promiſe made to the City of Rome, 


nor the leaſt Intimation of ber being Head of the 


hd 
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% WY Churches, or the Standard or Center of Unity to em 
7% Reſt. T do ſo. But then at the ſame time I ex- 
is preſly tell you, that the ' Promiſes were made to St. 
e peter, and in him to his Succeſſors; and hence it 
e. is, the Biſhops of Rome, his Succeſſors, now claim 
to be ſupreme over all the Church, not as ſeat- 
d ed at Rome, but as Succeſſors to this Univerſal 
FFP TH digs Ooty 
in Vind. T cannot ſuppoſe you ignorant, that not 
an Univerſal Supremacy, but a Primacy of Order 
- only, was given to the See of Rome, ud Y Ba. 
le | ave Thy b el, As the Council of Chalcedon 
12 | ſpeaks, * becauſe of Rome's being | tbe imperial 
91 City; and that r isa vgtgα,LẽÜGequal Privileges were 
is at the ſame time decreed || A d „, PA, md 
ir WF cyiwlery Seis, to the moſt Holy Throne of Conſtan- 
it 8 N as of a NEW ROME *. Whence you muſt 
d IF confeſs, Rome was not then looked upon to have 
er a hͥ e.. .. ene e 
n I And hereto agrees that of Irenæus, 1.3. c. 3. Ad hanc 
4 enim Ecclefiam, propter potentiorem Principalitatem,necefle 
5 5 eſt omnem convenire Eceleſiam. 5 
— | I bid. 8 | | | | ave 
m | On which Canon, and the zd of Conſtantinople, you may 
* = obſerve what Conſtruct ion is made by Nilus of Theſſalonia, 
x . e Þ oy Mu 20 Ms . p. 8. Ti H Ts 7 uay $,vo ug 8c. What 
elfe do we learn from hence, but that the Pope had his 
Primacy above other Churches Fe Lud not by the Apo- 
u titles, but by the Fathers. And that it was becauſe Rome was 
„the Imperial City. For fo ſays the Canon, Sn N N- 
| - 7 bs Bb * — 198 [4 be 4 
4 ear Sib) mo mama Tu ,, Nd mo Gamneter mw morn 
„ | oncirluy, The Privileges were given the Pope by the Fathers, 
Je becauſe this was the Chief and Imperial City. And-if it 
| had the Preheminence upon this Account, then not becauſe 
o its Biſhop being St. Peter's Succeſſor ; and moreover, if 
8 it was only from the Fathers e in Councii] then not 
7 By | from the Apoſtles, See alſo Ba 


rlaam to the ſame purpoſe. 
c. 5. P. 26. and Sozomen H. E. I. 7. c. 9. | 1 | 


s 3 | A. 4 ſuch 


"ab 


ſuch an exalted Supremacy, as ſhe now pretends 


to ; and again, that what ſhe had was not by any 


Divine Right, but by the Decrees of Councils, 


and the ſingular Regard that was paid to her as 
the Seat of the Emperor. You know. alſo your 


. ” = . : * 


own Pope Gregor) the Great, in an Epiſtle to the 


4 
£ 
2 


Emperor Mauritius, notes it as a Mark of Anti- 
chriſtian Pride, for any one to pretend to the Ti- 
tle of Univerſal Biſhop. His Words are theſe; 


I boldly, affirm, that whoſoever calls bimſelf Uni- 


werſal Biſhop, or deſires to be ſo called by others,  ſhews 
himſelf by ſuch his Haughtineſs, to be à Fore- runner of 
Amichriſt, in as much as he proudly advances himſelf 


above all others. 


5 4 9 
4 * 
7 


Keſt. 1 cannot deny, but he ſpeaks alſo to the 


ſame purpoſe, in divers other Places. 
Vind. Be pleaſed therefore to remember it. 


5 Reſt. But we haye 7 plain Proof of St. Peter's Su- 
premacy, and by conſequence of his Succeſſors 


the Biſhops of Rome in their ſeveral Generations. 
Vind. May I know your Proof, firſt of St. Peter's 
Supremacy, and afterwards of the Pope s. 


* 
* „ P | 
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Ego aut | 
Sacerdotem vocat, aut vocari deſiderat, in Elatione ſua 


Antichriſtum præcurrit, quia ſuperbiendo ſe ceteris præpo- 


nit. 2 6. Ep. 194. Vine etiam I. 4. ep. 76, 78, 80, 82. £ © Wa 
7 C. N. p. 8. Wu put St. From, St, Cyprian, and St. Chry- 


ſoſtom in your: Margin, in hope the unwary Reader will conclude. 


thent to hear Teſtimony to St. Peter's Supremacy, But give me 
leave to tell yoit, that he who can find any ſuch thing in any. 
of the Places" referred to, muſt have better Eyes than I have. 


For I cannot poſſibiy ſee it there, The firſt and laſt Have not 
one Line on this Subjet, and you might as well have referred o 


St. Tgnarius's' Epiſtles, or Hermas's Paſtor, © And the other de- 


clares* our Saviour would found his Church upon one, as T ſhall 


hereaftey ſhew be did; yet at the ſame time be affirms, that our 
Lord gave all his Apoſtles equal Power and Authority, and ſo uo 
o + them eould claim a Superiority over the others, © © © 
's 61 » . 6 # + . « x * 8 2 3 eas. ES, Sher” 


- 


1 
« = | | 

5 Reſt, 
: 4 14 % 1 
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em fidenter dico, quia quiſquis ſe univerſalem 


(9) ; 

Ref. Our Proof of St. Peter's, Supremacy is two- 
fold, from Scripture and Univerſal. Tradition. 
|  Vind. That your Tradition is not ſo univerſal 


ils, nat a N 

as as you imagine, is pretty evident, from what 1 
ur have juſt now obſerved. to you, and will be more 
he ſo before we part. But pray let me hear, what 


Authority you have for it from Scripture. 


ti 

i-. Re. You ſhall. Only give me leave by the 
e; way, to put you in mind, that this is more than 
115 I am any way obliged to. For tell me I pray, 
25 * Muſt nothing be believed but aubat is in Scripture e 


Does. the Scripture mention every Place,.. where. every 


of a e ? | | 
if. Apoſtle preached the Goſpel, or of »þbich they were, Bi- 
a” | hops 1 | | | Inis 227 4a 

Ie | -Find. Who ſays it does? But its Silence in this 


| Reſpect will never prove, that it might not juſtly 
be expected, to ſpeak of ſo weighty. à Point as the 
= Univerſal Supremacy, of the chief Paſtor of all 
the Churches, if. there had been any ſuch. | This, 
is a matter of that vaſt conſequence to the whole 
Body of Chriſtians, that it cannot be imagined, 
the ſacred Writers would all have paſſed it over 
| in Silence: If St. Peter, and the Popes after him, 
Were to have had the ſole Power of governing 
the whole Church, and of determining all Con- 
troverſies in Matters of Religion, to tell; this to 
the World, and enjoin all Chriſtians in whatever 
Parts, to addreſs to them for their Deciſions, had 
been ſo expeditious a way for preventing, or at 
leaſt putting a ſpeedy End to, the many Differen- 
ces that have from time to time infeſted the 
Church, then it cannot be thought Almighty Gad 
would not have preſcribed it, in very plain and 
| legible Characters, that every one might ſee it 
And if all Churches were negeſſarily to own che 
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(ro) | 

_ Clititch of Ren for their Head, and could hope 
for no Salvation without it; no doubt thoſe ſame 
Scriptures which enjoin the other Parts of our 

Duty, would not have failed to inform us of this 

likewiſe, leaſt otherwiſe we ſhould run blindly 

into Peritſon. 

Reſt. This eds ſome Confideration. ; 
Vind. And yet T have ſomething farther to ucge 
in behalf of the Scriptures, which I am apt to 
think you have not duly attended to. 5 
Nef. Pray what is that? 

Vd. Do not you teach that St. Peter 5 SU bremer 
1 founded on Seripture. | 

Keſt. Yes certainly. | nd 
11/74. How eomes ie to paſs then, that the Seti 
prure's Silence in this Caſe- is judged ſo little to the 

poſe Jour Claim is from Scripture, and Er 

you make it nor neceſſary for the Scripture to fa 
nanny thing of it. This is ſaying and unſaying w 

24 Witnels. And 4 Man that writes at this es 
may fet up for an Advocate, for whatever N 
but will be ſure to do right to none. 
. 1 did not think of this, But yet after all, 
Isthing but Scripture will ferve you, you ſhall 
bare it preſently: But here comes a Paſſage in 
away, which I muſt firſt beg leave to take ſome 
fidfice of. © Lo Pray: Sir, what 405 your Author mean 


imed 2” Some Popes bave claimed a Temporal, a 
S992 Spiritual Supremacy. "Your Author ſouls 
ibis is no' Part of our Faith. Popes are Men, 


.  Shprematy,” and that they were not f e in 15. 
Primitive Church, 1 pla wot 2 : 
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$1155} an Univerſal Supremacy, as ſome Popes. = | 


dope their Failings, "as others have - That the Paſ- 
2 he quotes, cannot be ftrained to the Pope's T emforal. 


= 6A 0.0 


PPP 


Cm) 

Vind. To omit Numbers of extravagant Sayings to 
this purpoſe in the Canonifts. I RN IE 
not deny likewiſe, that + Bellarmin, and * others of 
your Principal Writers do aſſert, and earneſtly 
. contend for fuch-a Power in the Pope, at leaff 
indirectly, and in ordine ad ſpiritualia. And if he 
exerciſes it, as he has often done; it matters not 
much to thoſe who feel the effects of it, what the 
Pretence for it be. Your on moſt Learned and 
Judicious Da Pin prochims it, as à matter out of 
doubt, that not only the reſt of the Empire, and 
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I De Rom. Pontif. I. 4. c. 6. & in Baiclaium c. 16. 


* Pontificem eſſe caput totius Eceleſiæ, & habere poteſta- 


tem etiam circa omnia t ralia, probamus ex Theologis - 


& Canoniſtis. Boz. de Eccl. Monarch. temp, 12 ave Dedicat. 
ad. Clem. VIII. Pontif. Qui eſt Deus in terris, Deus univerſi, 
Regum Pater. Martin. V. in Conc. Sienn. In Eceleſià Chri- 
ſtiani poteſtas temporalis ſubjecta & ſubordinata eſt poteſtati 
ſpirituali: Ergo Princeps ſpiritualis poteſt imperare Pfin- 
cipi temporali, & diſponere de rebus temporalibus in orgdine; 
, bonum ſpirituale. Becan, de Jure & Juſt c. UL Quæſt. 
II. Negant Hzretici ----, Pontificem poſſe ullo modo impe- 
rare Principibus fæcularibus, neque regnis; & principatu- 
poſſe eos privare, etſi illi privari alioqui mereantur. Id. 
Quæſt. Certè qui in poteſtate Petri temporalem gla- 
dium eſſe negat, malè verbum attendit Domini proferentis, 
con verte A tuum in vaginam, uterque ergo eſt in po- 
teſtate Eccleſiz, ſpiritualis ſcilicet gladius & materials. 
ni. Octav. in extravagante unam ſanctam. 1 35355 
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. A. is to he ſeen at large. iu Chamier de Temporali Pape, 


Poteſtate. See alſo C. Perron. Repl. à la Refponfe du Roy &. 
P. 73. & Harangue au tiers état. p. 600, &. & 621. Richer, 
Hiſt. Conc, General. I. x. c. &. u. 13. De Serres Invent. de! hiſt. 
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de France, Vann. 1613. 5 2 
[| Piatin. in vit. Greg. 7. & Bin. Conc. to. 7. p. 484. Plate. 
in vit. Honor. 95 Greg. 9. & Junoc. 4. Bull. Siæti. V. contra 
Hen. Navarr. Sand. de ſchiſm. Angl. L. 1. 2 13 f. & J. 3. f. 368. 
Cherub. Bullar. p. 704. &c. Cambd. vit. Eliz. Regin. part. 2. 
A. D. 1570. Du Pin, de Autiq, Eccl. DiſciplinaDillert. 4. 5. 333. 
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more particularly of Italy, but even [| Rome it ſelf 


was under the Civil Government of Conſtantine and 


his Succeſſors, and not of the Pope, But as ab- 
ſurd and unreaſonable as this Claim is, you ſay 
you can maintain it from Scripture, - + 


Reſt. Yes, very eaſily. Did you never read thoſe 
Words in the New Teftament. * Thou art Peter, 


and upon this Rock will I build my Church, and the 


Gates of Hell ſhall not prevail againſt it: And thoſe: | 


- 


others, T Feed my Lambs, feed my Sheep ? 


+ Vind. I know thoſe Words very well; but I 


hoped you would have given ſome Evidence from 


Scripture, of this Supremacy you are contending 
for. And do you now think ro put me off with 


theſe Paſſages, which prove nothing like it? 


- Ref. Pray Sir think again. Do you not ſee it 


plainly proved here? 


Vind. By no means. Our Saviour ſays, Thow art 
Peter, and upon this Rock I will build my Church. But 


u very well remember, qur Author has .. already 


obſerv'd to you, || St. Auguſtin, * Gregory Nazian- 


zen, f St. Cyril, || St, Chryſoffom, * St. Ambroſe, and 


+, Hilary of Poidtiers, profeſs the Rock here ſpoken 


I II eft conftant que la ville de Rome, Vltalie, & toutes 
les autres Provinces de PEmpire de Poccident, ont été, ſous 
la puiffance de Conftantine & des Empereurs qui lui ont 
 Cuccede, L'Hiftoire nous apprend, qu'ils en etozent les 


Maitres abſolus, qu'ils y envoioient des Gouverneurs, que la 


ville de Rome dependoit de leur Loix, de leur pouvoir, & 
des Magiſtrats qu ils y youloient établir, qu'ils y faiſoient 
tel changement que bon leur ſembloit ; en un mot, qu'ils nien 
Etoient pas moins les Maitres que de toutes les autres villes 


monde. Nouv. Bibliot h. To. 2. p. 21. edit. in qto. 
* St. Matthew 16, 18. 


De verbis Domini Serm. 13, 
* De Vet. Teſt. + De Trin. J. 4. 
| Hom. 55. in Matth. ; 
In Ephel. 2, "4 De Tran. l. 2. c. 6. 


of 


1 S. John 21, 75, 16, 17. 


of 


alſo ac ſome Place, in one of his Treatiſes againſt 
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of was not Peter, but that Faith which Peter here 
confeſſed, and has told you + there are many 


more. And do you diſpute the Truth of this? 
Reſt. You do not find me queſtioning it. But 


yer I hope I have at leaſt ballanc'd theſe, by an 


Addition of other Fathers that ſpeak otherwiſe. © - 

Vind. This if true may ſhew the Fathers to be 
divided in their Judgment, about the Senſe of 
this Text. But that they are ſo, is a very odd 
Medium for proving them all of your fide, and 


manifeſtly proves the contrary. But now if even 


theſe few you cite ſhould be againſt you, what 


becomes then of your Supremaa j? 
Refs. I have taken care to pick out ſuch Autho- 
rities, as cannot fail me. Never fear that. 


Viad. The firſt is in an Epiſtle of St. Cyprian to 


Florentius Pupianm; where Rigaltizs an eminent 
Commentator, and one of your own Communion, 


f interprets St. Cyprian's Words concerning this 


Promiſe of our bleſſed Saviour, in like manner as 
our Author does. The next is in St. Ba upon 
the Second Chapter of 1/aiab, where ſpeaking of 


the Church of the living God, he ſays, ¶ i z. S 
ien & role oper reis aryiors, ' 6. whoſe Foundations 


are upon the Holy Mountains. Fur it is built upon the 


Foundation of the Apoſtles and Prophets. One of theſe 
Mountains was Peter, upon which Rock our Lord pro- 
miſed to build bis Church. Where St. Bai teaches 


Peter to be one of the Mountains, on which the 


Church was to be built; though but one, for it 
was to be built not only upon St. Peter, but upon 
the reſt of the Apoſtles with him. And what you 
will get by this, I cannot underſtand. You hint 
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Theophyl. 213 : * Ep. 66. . 1 * 1 , 
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Eunomias, but not being pleaſed to tell which of 
them, you make me ſuſpect there is nothing to 
the purpoſe there. And I hope you will excuſe 
me, if I do not turn over all five of them, in pur- 
ſuit of what I ſo little expect to find by it. After 


St. Baſil you appeal to St. Chryſaſtom de Petro G- 


Paulo; but for what Reaſon I cannot conceive, 
unleſs purely to adorn your Margin with fo great 
a Name. For in the firſt place, you cannot but 
know, that it is queſtioned by Learned Men, 
whether this Oration be St. Chryſeſtoms. But not 
to inſiſt upon that, though an unanſwerable Ob- 
jection, here is nothing at all that anſwers your 
Deſign. The Author, whoſoever he was, magni- 
fies and applauds theſe Two great Apoſtles, but 
ſays not a Word, that I can find, of the Text now 
under Conſideration. And in his Praiſes of the 
Apoſtles, if he give the Preference to either above 
the other, it ſeems to be to St. Paul. I grant he 
puts the Queſtion, | Tl vf Hire: Nor Tell me what 
$5 greater than St. Peter? But this will not anſwer 

your Intent, for the next Words following are, «i 
l edu Toov 5 but what is equal to Paul? Which 
is ſo far. from eſtabliſhing. St. Peters Supremacy, or 
proving him to be the Rock, on which our Saviour 
was to build his Church, that it gives St. Paul as 
good, if not a better Title to it. St. Ferom* ſpeaks 
more in your favour, yet doès not ſo particularly 
appropriate the Bleſſing he promiſed, as to make 
it belong to St. Peter alone. For thus he expreſſes 
himſelf. As our Saviour gave to the Apoſtles, that 
they might be called the Ligbt of the World, and they 
ved ot ber | Appellations from him; ſo alſo to Simon, 
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Peter. 
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Peter the Foundation of the 
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0 150 
ri gbr ſaid to him, I: will build my Church upon 
& the Words you referred to, denote" 8 
not his Faith or Profeſſion, to be the Rock on 
which the Church was to be built. But withal 
you ſee, that it was only in common with his Fel- 
low Apoſtles; to whom our Lord gave the Privi- 
ledge of being Lights to the World, whereby to 
conduct them to his Church and Religion. The 
next is St. Auguſtin who ſa ays,” * _—_ — named 
hurch; and berefore the 
Church worthily honours this — which 
the Height of the Eccleſiaſtical Building is raiſed.” And 
here you think you have me very ſore,” eee. 
KReſt. And what can you ſay for your ſelf? 
Vind. I can ſay, the beſt way to — 
st. Auguſtin's Meaning, is by letting him be his 
own Interpreter, who: certainly beſt underſtood” 
his own Senſe. And this I think he gives us very 
in his Expoſition of St. Fobn's Goſpel, in' 
theſe Words, + For the Lord ſays, upon this aK 2 
will build my Church, hecauſe Pecs had ſaid, thou art 
Chriſt the Son of rhe Aving God. Therefore upom this? 


| Rock which thou haſt confeſſed, 1 will build my Church 


For the Rock as Chriſt, upon which* [Foundation ever" 
Peter himſelf m dal, ay upon the very next 
Sermon to that here referred to are theſe Words, 
52 is called a Rock, becauſe be firſt laid the Foundations” 

Faith to the Nations; and like an immoveable Stone 
* the Frame and Maſs of the "whole Cbrißßian 
Building. He is therefore termed ''a 4 "Rock," upon" the 
account of his Devotion, and the Lord is vulled a Rock® 


upon the account of bis Power, as"fays the Apoſfir: 


"ny ads of ane ems Rovh hit followed 
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them, 


them, and that Rock was Chriſt. He rightly obtains ; 

a-Partnerſhip in the, Name, who bears bis Part in the 4 
Mork. For in the ſame Houſe Peter lays the Funda- 

tion, Peter plants, the Lord waters, and gives the In- ( 

creaſe... Thus far I think your Authorities ſignify” WM @ 

ſo little, that what you get by them you may put 8 

in your Eye, and ſee never the worſe. But there k 

is one other yet remaining, which comes there- q 

fore to be. conſidered in the laſt place, and that is py 

an, 

in 

Zog 

Sf 


of St. Cyril of Alexandria, ||in his ſecond Book, you 
tell us upon St. Jobn and the Twelfth Chapter. 
Whereto it might ſuffice to anſwer, you ought. to 
have known that there being but Nine Chapters 
in that Book, you will not be able to find any 
thing to your purpoſe in a Twelfth. But I am 

willing to try, if Ican help you out of the ſtreight 
you have brought your ſelf into by taking this Re- 
ference upon Truſt. And I theref 


| ore. own that in 
the firſt Chapter of the firſt Book, is what I perſuade” V 
my ſelf you would have rejoiced at, had yon been 

aware of its being there. The Subſtance of it is, 
that our Saviour would no longer have the Apoſtle 
we are concerned about, go by the Name of Simon, 

but gave him that of Peter, becauſe of it's Affinity 
to lea a Rock. This might have been of ſome 
Service to you, but that St. Cyril upon another 
occaſion, takes theſe Words of our Lord in the 
other Senſe. For there he declares this Name 
to ſignify nothing elſe but the immoveable ſteady Faith 
of \the. Diſciple, on hich.the Church of Chriſt is ſeitled 

and.eftabliſbed, beyond Danger of falling, and remains 
continually in defiance to all the. ſhocks of the Gates of 
Hell. Be pleaſed to take this along with you, and 
then you are at free Liberty to make what uſe 
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you can of this Father. 
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Reiß. L ſee you will have ſomething to objec to 
the fulleſt Eyidence I can bring againſt you. 

. Vind; That is only becauſe it is not Tolkien enough. 
of all the Authors you haue 28 not ſo much 
as. one is throughly of your Opinion. And Eo 
this you was: fo ſenſible. before-hand, that 
knew not how poſitively toideny it, and there won 
declare your ſelf to + own ſome of tbem, look upon 
this Paſſage of St. Matthew, as haring tua Senſes, 
and ſometimes they fake 15 in one Senſe, ou 3 
0 the at her. DS 1 AE $i 

-Reft+ But 1 46 your Author, aud al * Party 
e to Jhew any Paſſage of any. Fathers, bes tand 

Ster. 4 

Find Notably ſpoken and li ben betete Ho- 
ever Laccept the Challenge. And ſince you grant 
any Paſſage of any Father will ſuffice, what ſay 
you to this in Palladiu. N & nirec, 3 1 ray 
Ty Hire wer dn 77 N See ws, Y in- 
zAnaley,, Thou. art Peter, and uon this Rock; that is to 


, this Confeſſion 1 wilt you "my A R\ 977920 2 


wi and expreſſs. 

. Refs, It —.— ſo at ding View. e 

Vind. And certainly is ſo. However take an- 
other. It is of St. Gel of: Alexandria and you 
may anſwer it when you can. || He gave the Name 
of the Rock to nat bing elſe, but the unſha len and moſi 
conſtant. Faith of the Diſas le, on which the Church 4 
Chriſt: is fo: ſettled. and bee, as newer to fall, but 
to bear up 2447 the Gates of Hell, and ſo to remain for 
ever. This I hope is as exeluſiye of St, Peter, as 
you can expect or deſire. For if nothing elſe. was. 
called the Rock, but the Faith of tbe Diſciple, — 
in this Father's Opinion St. Peter bioaialf eg not 


. Ibi 
885 Dial, de e 4 4. 


the 
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the Rock. And yet I will take the Liberty to add 


a Teſtimony or two more, which happen to come 


in my way; that ſo out of the Mouth of three or 
four Witneſſes, you may be fully convinced. In 
a Saxon Homily quoted by + Bede is this Paſſage. 
I build my Church upon this Rock, that is upon the 
Belief hat thou confeſſeſt. The whole Church of God is 
founded upon this Rock, that is upon Chriſt. Fur he it 
the Foundation of all the Building of his Church. If 
you can ſind that this Profeſſion is not excluſive of 


St. Peter, you will make a great and unexpected 


Diſcovery. And yet this is not all. I have already 
given you ſome account of St. Auguſtins Judg- 
ment in the Caſe; but I have now another Te- 
ſtimony from him that requires your Conſideration. 
And it is this. It 3s ſaid by the Lord, thou art 
Peter, and upon this Rock I will build my Cburcb, 
namely the Rock which Peter has confeſſed, ſaying, thou 
are Chriſt the Son of the living God. As if Peter, 


who had his Name from this Rock, || was to repreſent the 


Church built upon this Rock; and has received 'the Keys 
of the Kingdom of Heaven. For it is not ſaid, thou art 


the Rock, but thou art + Peter. But the Rock was 


Chriſt; hom Simon having confeſſed, as the” whole 
Church confeſſer him, he is called Peter. You cannot 


deny Peter to be undoubtedly excluded here from 


ther, Thon art tbe Roc; and if this be not a ſuffi- 
cient Excluſion of hi 
can ſatisſie you. 
Reſt. I did not conce 

much for your ſelf. 


v 
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Vin. This is not the firſt time you have been 


miſtaken. And to ſhew that you are ſo in another 
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K „ ——-— — — —— — — — — — 


m, I know not what will or 


r 5 
onceive you could have ſaid ſo 


48; of the Holy Apoſtles. 


(19) 
reſp ect too, with Relation to the Text we! 185 


ber ſo long upon, if it will oblige you much, I 
will now quit our Author for à While, and ſup- 
poſe with you St. Peter himſelf, and not "the 
Faith he profeſſed, to be the Rock ſpoken of by 
our Saviour, and then will leave ir to you, to 
make the beſt you can of this Suppoſition. For 
all you can infer from hence, is only that the 
Church ſhould in ſome Senſe be Baile upol 
St. Peter; às it was to be alſo. u TN the feſt ot 
the Apoftice”* For ſo ſays St. Pau Ephel. . 28. 
Aud are built upon the foundation” if the Apoltles and 
Prophets, Feſus Chriſt himſelf being the chief Corner. 


fone. Whence it appears, that the other Apoſtles 


were Foundarion-ſtones in this Ectleſi aſtical Bbil-. 
ding, and not St. Peter alone, tho I deny not but 
he was more remarkably ſo, than the reſt of them. 

For it may eafily be granted, that a peculiar Pci- 


vilege was deſigned him in theſe Words, and that 


by him, after our Bleſſed Saviour, the Foundatioh 
of the Church ſhould be firſt lag, for the Scher 


Apoſtles to build upon, amongſt both Fews. and 
Gentiles. 


And if this were what, our Lord intend- 

ed, it was accordingly verified, as we read in "the 
For no ſooner had this 
Apoſtle preached to the Fes, and converted 

Three Thouſands of them, Ch. ii. 41. which wes 

added to the Hundred and Twenty Diſciples, 
but preſently we are told, Verſe 47. that the Lord 
added to the Church daily ſuch as fou be ſaved. 80 
that here was now a Church, and this Church in 
an eſpecial manner built upon St Peter,according to 
our Saviour's Promiſe, But theri he was farther 
to lay the Foundation of the Gentile Church too, 
as well as the Fewiſh. And accordingly. when 
Cornelius 2 Roman Centurion was to be admitted 
into the Number of Chriſtians, St. Peter was ſent 
upon this Errand, Ch, oy Sc. And when he 
N 2 | had 


( 20) 
had preached the Goſpel at Cxſarea, and the Spi- 
Tit had come upon them that heard him, to the 
Aſtoniſhment of thoſe of the Circumciſſon, who now 
ſaw, that on the Gentiles: alſo was- poured out the Gift 
of the Holy Ghoſt, verſe 45. he commanded them to be 
baptized in the Name of the Lord, verſe 48. And 
afterwards in the Council at Feruſalem, Adds xv. 7. 
He made his Appeal concerning this Truth, to all 
there aſſembled, Te know how that a good while ago, 
God made choice among us, that the. Gentiles by my 

mouth ſhould hear the words of the Goſpel, and believe. 
So that herg was a perfect Completion of our 
Saviour's Promiſe to St. Peter, ſo far as it contain- 
ed any Prerogative peculiar to himſelf. And 1 St. 
am well aſſured, with all the Aſſiſtance you can Ac 
| e\ the 
in 


* 
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get, you will neyer be able to make more of it. 
_ Reſt. * 1 deny that tbeſe Words are not a ſufficient 
Proof for the Spiritual Supremacy, which all Popes bave on 
claimed, or that they were not 7 underſtood in the Pri- ant 
mitiue Church. F 4 
Vid I know you do; but I am not bound to do 
Ba in your Determination. It is not your } 
Denial we want, but the Reaſon of it, and that W hav 
| You will be fo kind as to ſhew us our Error if MW wo 


1 


y ſome good Evidence of it for Pre 
our Conviction. I have particularly obſerved, W peri 
that you have given no Proof, that the Rock © tion 
ſpoken of was St. Peter, and not rather his frank the 
Confeſſion of our Saviour; and that you have not 
diſproved, what our Author had hinted concer- 
ning the Judgment of the Fathers in this behalf. 
I have moreover” produced divers other Citations, 
to make this Truth the more apparent. And 
after this have nevertheleſs taken the Words in 
your Sepſe, and ſhiewn chat whea ſo interpreted, 
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they were remarkably fulfilled in St. Peers laying 
the firſt Foundation of the Church, - amongſt both 
. and Genriles, And by conſequence, if you 
have no better Arguments for your pretended uni- 
verſal Supremacy, than what this Text affords, 


it is time to give over your Claim to it. 
” Ref, But what ſay you to the Commiſſion 


given to St. Peter, to feed our Saviour's Sbeey and 


Lambs? Let me tell you, Tha Text i more enpreſt 


to prove St. Peter's Primacy, thaw any your Aut bor his 
mentioned for St. Paul. Tone: ano yiftodhs 577 
Vid. What our Author has mentioned for 
St. Paul, ſhall be conſidered in jits proper Place. 
At preſent you may pleaſe to take notice, that if 
theſe Words be of any Uſe: to prove a Supremacy 
in St. Peter, they will certainly overthrow ſuch an 
one as you contend for, by proving too much, 
and fo will be of no Advantage to you. 
Reſt. If they be of any Uſe to prove it! Why 
do you queen ta !?: 15494 
Vind. T not only queſtion, + but deny it, and 
have a great deal of Reaſon for ſo doing. Nor 
would any one, not mightily under the Power of 
Prejudice, ever attempt to raiſe ſo weighty a Su- 
perſtructure upon ſo feeble and ſandy a Founda- 
tion as this is. It was the neceſſary Duty of all 
the Apoſtles, during their Time, and of their 
Succeſſors in all following Generations, to feed 
our Saviour's Lambs and Sheep. And what tho' 
St. Peter was required to do the ſame, this implies 
no more Juriſdiction in him, than in the other 
Apoſtles, on each of whom this Duty was no leſs 
incumbent than on him. It is true, our Saviour 
gave him a particular Charge to be careful in this 
reſpect, and repeated it a ſecond, and a third time 
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you are to know, that if the Words themſelves do 
not convey any ſuch paramount Juriſdiction, the 
Repetition of them can never do it. This ſeems 
to have been rather by way of Reprehenſion to 
the Apoſtle; for his notorious Sin of thrice openly 
denying his Maſter, when he had but juſt before 
made Profe ſſion of an immoveable Fidelity to him. 
Which gave juſt reaſon to our Saviour, to be more 
than ordinarily ſtrict in his Injunctions to this Apo- 
ſtle, whereby to make him the more careful and dili- 
gent for the future. And this is all the Cauſe I can 
ſee, for our Saviour's thus commanding him to be 
particularly mindful of his Flock, to look watch- 
fully aſter them, and give them their Meat in due 
Sealon. And in this Opinion I am the more con- 
firmed, becauſe, as I ſaid, if any Supremacy were 
conveyed by theſe Words, they would prove too 
much; and ſo we ſliould have à greater Num- 
ber of Supremes than you are aware of. | 
WR THohovitce th. 
Vind. Perhaps ſo; but I ſhall prove it to you: 
2 Refi That is impoſſible. oh on ped Hong 
Vid Pray caſt your Eye upon theſe Words of 
St. Paul, Tike' beed unto pour ſelves and to all the 
Flock, over which the Holy Ghoſt hath made you Over- 
ſeers,” to fred the Church of Gad which he :hath purcha- 
fed with his own Blood, This Charge St. Paul does 
not give to che Elders of the Church of Epheſav, 
barely upon his own Apoſtolical Authority, but 
expreſly declares them to have been conſtituted 
by the Holy Ghoſt, Overſeers oyer the Flock of God, 
his Church, and that it was therefore their indiſpenſa- 
ble Duty to feed it So that if a Divine Commiſſion 
for thePerformance of chis important Duty, entails an 
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ſions for exerting this Power, 
himſelf to have it, that he could not well have 


(3). 

Univerſal Supremacy upon the Perſon that has it, 
here were at once as many inveſted with this high 
Authority, as there were Ephefian Elders at that 
time. For all theſe the Apoſtle declares to have 
been endowed by the Holy Ghoſt with ſufficient 
Power to feed the Flock of Chriſt, Wherefore 
you muſt either grant the Church, at leaſt at 
that time, to have had ſo many ſupreme Heads, 
which I fully perſwade my ſelf you will not, or 
muſt yield Une” a Commiſſion to feed theſe Sheep, 
is not a ſufficient Foundation, whereupon to erect 

an Univerſal Supremacy'for any one. 

Ref This I had not thought of, and I beg leave 
to conſider it. | 

Vind. In the mean time let me add a cher 
Remark, for clearing of this Point we have been 


ſo long upon, of St. Peter's Univerſal Suprema- 


; which is this, that St. Peter never pretended all 
his Life time, to any ſuch ſingular Privilege ; and 
yet one would think he ſhould” have underſtood 
the Nature, and Extent of his own Authority, as 
well as you; or any of your Church can do at 
this great diſtance. To evince this, I deſire it 
may be remembred, that he had ſo many Occa- 
had he believed 


failed, of leaving divers Inſtances of it upon Re- 


cord]; and yet the moſt diligent Enquirer amongft 


us can diſcover no one Memorandum of it. When 
a new Apoſtle was to be choſen, there was no 
Application made to St. Peter, either to tell them 
whom he would nominate to that Office, or to 
iſſue out his Warrant for an Election. In the 
Council aſſembled at Teruſalem, Acls xv. there is 
no Intimation of St. Peter's prefiding there, but 
St. Fames appears rather to have had the Pre- 
heminence, as Biſhop of that See. And it is cer- 
tain, He, not St- Peter, pronounced the Dzcree. 


Bc. 1 


(* 


SO likewiſe when the Apoſtles at Feruſalem had heart, 


that Samariu had received the Word of God, Acts viii. 14. 
Obſerve what follows hereupon. St. Peter did not 
order ſome of the other Apoftles, to go, and in- 
ſtruct, and baptize them; but on the contrary, 


the Text tells us plainly, the Apoſtles "ſent to them 
Peter and John. Again, when the Diviſions were 


ſo rife in the Church of Cotinib, one being for 
Paul, and another for Apollo, &c. St. Peter was 


not ſent to for the Deciſion of theſe Controver- 
ſies; nor did he ever take upon him to determine 


them, or to puniſh. thoſe: who were in the wrong, 


as doubtleſs he would have done, had it been his 


Province: Nor is it to be thought, he would ſo 


patiently have born with St. Pauls with ſtanding 


him to his Face, as we find he did t, had he known 


himſelf his Sovereign; nor on the other hand, 
would St. Paul have allowed himſelf to do it, had 


he known the other to be his lawful Superior, and 


the only chief Governor over all the Apoſtles. 
Reſt. You run ſo faſt, you ſeem to have for- 


gotten, that I have already given a full Anſwer 
to theſe Inſtances you are pre ing again upon me, 


as if nothing had been ſaid to them. 


Vind. They are ſo full againſt any Claim of a 


| Supremacy, in St Peter, that I could not omit 
them and how ſatisfactorily, yow-have/ anſwered 


any. ot them, I.come.nexttoſhew. . I begin there- 


fore with, St. Peter's, being ſent to Samara. Of 
this ſays gur Author, I I: had little become the Apo- 
f bee, e Toner age * Buſineſs, as they ſent 


Peter 1 Samaria, 1if they, bad owned bim for ſuch. 
Whergto you-reply hy way of Query, whether 
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he 8 * all ſending denares een la Senders, 
and Subjettion in i be Sent ? FFI £1. oa IEEE 

Reſb. "And what have you to ſay oaks 2: 

Vind. That inſtead of — bis Argument 
you have choſen purely to evade it; and the bet- 
ter to do this, have ſtarted a new Queſtion. You 
ask, whether . all ſendin {4 denotes Superiority in the 
Senders, but do not lay whether it would be 
thought indecent, for Subjects to take upon them 
to ſend their Sovereign; which was our Author's 
Argument: However in anſwer to vort, Query, 
I grant that to ſend another, does not nec 
and always, tho ordinarily it does, denote an In- 
feriority in the Perſon. ſent. Nor need it; for 
to overthrow your Plea, it is enough that it des 
note an Equality. And this ſufficiently anſwers 
YOUR Queſtion, and the two firſt Inſtances you 
ring for its Confirmation. And che third I be- 
7 — upon ſecond: Thoughts yon will not be back» 
ward to retract. At leaſt till you - find out ſome 
Privy Council, that has really attempted to ſend 
their Sovereign to the War. They. may adviſe, 
and humbly and dutifully encourage him to it, 
where they ſee Reaſon: for it, withaut exceed 
their . Province; but ſending him is 15 44 
of a very different nature. And perhaps you ar 
the firſt, that ever ventured to Gonfound them.'/:iF 
am ſure I muſt believe ſo, til] you can ponds 
ſome Evidence tothe contrary... 5 

Ref, Another thing your Author urges winh 7 
good 3 is St. Pauls withſtandin + Se. Pe- 
to hi face. Thu, ſays he, || ſeems a Bebe aviour not 
very ſuitable to the ſupreme Head:of the ¶ hurobh, both 
Jews and Gentiles, if St. Paul bad Rn by w hs 
708 St. Peter s . ff TE e 
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(26) 5 
nad. And his Remark. is very juſt, being no 
more than what St. Cyprian had taught long be- 
fore, in one of his Epiſtles; where upon occaſion 


of the Contention between theſe two great Apo- 


files, he affirms, * Nec Petrus quem primum Dominus 
elegit, &c. Neither did Peter whom the Lord choſe firſt, and 


on whom be built his Church, inſolently claim, or arro- 


gantly aſſume any thing to himſelf, when Paul diſputed 
with him, about Circumciſion, à if be had a Superiority 


over the reſt, and that he ought rather to be obeyed by the 


recenteſt and of Apoftlts. Here you ſee; this zea- 
tous Father ſpeaks of the Superiority you are fo 
earneſt for, as what it would have been Inſolence 


and Arrogance in St. Peter to have pretended to, 


even over St. Paul and others the very laſt of the 
Apoſtles. Whereto alſo agrees that of Hilary the 
Deacon in his Commentary upon theſe Words of 


St. Paul. if | bo of them - durſt reſit Peter ther feſt 


Apoſtle, to whom'the” Lord gave the Keys of the King- 
dom of Heaven ; hut ſuch another, who well knowing 
himſelf * inveſted with an Equality of Power,” might 


conſtantly bear bis Heſtimony, againſt what this Apoſtle 
bad 'unadviſedly; done ? This is the ſame Doctrine 


our Author teaches; and it was good Catholick 
Doctrine in thoſe early Times of Chriſtianity. 
But now it ſeems, it will not go down with you, 


and thoſe of your Party. I am inclinable to think, 


ſuch an open Oppoſition would not be allowed of 
as à ſuitable Carriage, towards your Sovereign 


Lord the Pope. And yet the great Apoſtle of the 
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regni cœlorum Dominus dedir, reſiſtere: niſi alius talis, qui 

fiducia Electionis ſuæ ſciens ſe non imparem, conſtanter im- 

1 quod ille fine conſilio fecerat. Hil, Diac. in Gal ii. 11. 
ter Opera S. Ambroſii. To. 3. F 


An! | : Gentiles 


my 


Gentiles was not aſhamed to on, that he had 
uſed it towards St. Peter, under whom your Popes 
male their Claim. i dll 77] wore HERE 
Reß. No matter for that. I have given you In- 
ſtances of JFetbros withſtanding Maſes. 

Vind. As much as to ſay; he withſtood, or rebu- 
ked his Son in Law, who kept his Cattel for him. 
Exod. ii. 21. and iii. 1. A wonderful Argument for 
evincing the Dutifulneſs of a Subjects treating 
the Head of the Univerſal Church in a like man- 
ner, had it been true! But I muſt beg a little far- 
ther Information, before I can admit of it as ſuch. 
For as you are not pleaſed to tell us, whence you 
had your notice, of this Conteſt between Moſes 
and his Father in Law; ſo I muſt,own my Igno- 
rance. of it, and do therefore conceive, you have 


fallen into a ſmall: Miſtake, -- uſing the Name of 


Fethro, inſtead of thoſe Egyptian Magicians, Fan- 
nes and Fambres, of whom St. Pauli tells us, that 
they withſtood: Moſes. And I hope you will not 
recommend ſuch notorious Heathen Impoſtors, as 
a Pattern for the Imitation of Chriſtian Sub- 
jects towards their Superio rss. 
Re. No I did not deſign that. But I tell you 
farther that Foab withſtood: Da lt. 
Vind. And I muſt take the Liberty to tell you, 
that | Menochius, and other Commentators blame 
him for it, as not reſpectful enough to his Sove- 
reign, And I cannot doubt, but you would have 
been ready your ſelf, at another time, to diſap- 
prove of ſuch a Behaviour in any Subject, towards 
his King, and more eſpecially towards ſo great 
an Apoſtle, ſuch an univerſal Governor, as you 
ſuppoſe St. Peter to have been, howſoever at pre- 


ſent, to ſerve a Cauſe, you are willing to excuſe it. 
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(28 >) 

Ref. Ifay farther St. Jobs Baptiſt withſtood 
Herod ; and white Objection have you againſt this? 
Will you ſay either that I am ppm or that he 

was to blame for it? . 

Vind. I ſay neither. St. Jobe was a Prophet; and 
wore, ſays our * Saviour, than « Propher, and if as 
fuch, he reproved a wicked King for his Vices, 
when they became ſcandalouſly flagitious and abo- 


minable, you will hardly ſay he herein exceeded 


his Commiſſion. But ſure you will not pretend 
to 8 St. Peter to Herod, or affirm that he 
was equally to be withſtood.” | Eſpecially had he 
been as much above all Kings, and other Poten- 
tates, as thoſe of your Way would haue him 
thought to have been, 

Ref. I add moreover, that + Por ry blames 
St. Paul, for withſtanding St. Peter, 5 


it as unpardonable — thus to oe bs Su- Su- 


perior ; and infer from hence, that || St. Peter's Su- 


premacy was ſo motoriouſly known, that the Heathens 
elves were convinced, it Was the common 9 

of the Chriſtians. ' © 

Vind. So that it ſeems for want of Chriſtian Evi: 


dence, you are come now to the Teſtimony of a 
malicious Heathen Enemy to Chriſtianity, 4 Vil-- 


luis as you think fit to characterize him, and by 
conſequence a notable Prop for the Support of 
your ſinking Cauſe. You are not pleaſed. co ac- 


_ quaint us, whence you had this Teſtimony. .' Nor 


am I much concerned about it. I doubt not but 
it comes originally from St. Ferom's Preface, to his 
Comment on the Epiſtle to the Galatians, "where 
he teckons this as one of the Objections that had 
been raiſed againſt the Apoſtles and their 
1 and more rene ren this Epitl 
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(29 ) 
of St. Paul. In which N it is yet obſervable, 


that this foul-mouthed Railer, tho deſirous to mu- 
ſter up all the Objections he could againſt Chri- 
ſtianity, as Renegades are wont to do, 3 
Perſons and Doctrines they have left, ſpeaks not 
a Word of St. Peter's Supremacy ; but ſought 
rather to accuſe. him of Misbebaviour or Error; 

Of which you have no reaſon to be proud. And 
yet if he had ſpoken of it, this would never have 
anſwered your Deſign of ſhewing that St. Peter's 
Supremacy was notoriouſly known amongft. the 
Heathens. Inaſmuch as had it been true, it might 
have been known to Porphyry, tho to few others 
of the Heathens, - becauſe being an Apoſtate from 
Chriſtianity, as not only || Nicephorss teſtifies, . but 
St. Auguſtin too, FSocrates, he might have been ac» 

quainted with it whilſt aChriſtian, and not have lear- 
ned it from the Heathens. Thus groſly are you out, 
not only in your Teſtimony, but likewiſe in your 
Inference from it; which I hope is abundantly 


enough to ſet them both aſide. 0 


£ 
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ing Arguments | | 


: 


Vind. You argue from a charitable Advice, to 
a Parent, and a Right of fairly and dutifully re- 
preſenting. 2 Prince's Crimes to him, for a Liberty 
to withſtand our higheſt Superiors, and even tlie 
principal Governor and Head of the whole 3 
Which you muſt on not to be a right method o 

Procedure. For there is a vaſt Difference 
tween humbly petitioning, or even dutifully re» 
monſtrating to a Superior, to whom we think our 
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(50). 
ſelves obliged ſubtiffi vely tot repreſent his Miffakes 
or Faults, and boldly withſtanding and reproving 
him for them. And it is not fair, from dcs Uſage 
of the one, to infer the Lawfulnefs and Decency 


— the other. What you ſay of a Prieſt's flanding 
- up; and bearing Teftimony againſt his fer 


Elbop, is more to your purpoſe, but does not 
come up to it. For every Prieft is bound, as he 
ſhall have Ability and Occaſion, to contend earneſtly 
for the Faith ; but withal if it be againft his Biſhop, 
or other lawful Superior, he muſt do it in a moth 
more reſpectful manner, than St. Pau! ſeems to 
have uſed towards this Apoſtle. So that upon the 
whole, you have no way invalidated our ch 
Argument from St. Pauls withſtanding. St. Peter t 
the face, in ſuch a manner as he could not have 
allowed himſelf co uſe, had he known him to be 
the Prince of the Apoſtles, the Vicar of Chrift, 
and Head of his Univerſal Church” © 

"Ref. J hope you will not charge me with not 
having duely anſwered your Authot's next Argu- 
ment, from St. Paul s having the Care of all the Chur- 
ches upon him, and. giving out Orders for all Chur 
eben. This he boafts of, and ſays, There is nothin 
that is ſaid of St. Peter, 15 ſo pri as what St. Pail 
ſays e bimſelf in this reſpect. And this, I have 
55 mw” ia bot | Affirmation, and wants Proof f. Fo 
bac 1 
Vid. But now if 1 ſhould ask, What Proof yo 
255 againſt him, What could you, fay for your 
fe 

"Ref. I muſt tel 4508, 25 1 do Him, ir 5 bet 
ge ten, and be tales no notice f it. 

Vind. It it has been ſo often ed, it t will be 
the more eaſily anſwered Oat e 
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© Ref. My Anſwer' then is this. By ebe Care of all 
the Churches is meant of thoſe” Churches only 
which were planted by himſelf; and it was to 
theſe only he ordained what he thought fit. 

Vind. And is this your way of Anſwering? The 
Apoſtle poſitively declares, the Care of all the Chur- 
ches came upon him daily; and you tell him no, it 
was only of ſome particular Churches, which he 
himſelf had planted. He ſays, ſo ordain I in all the 
Churches; and here again you contradict him, and 
tell him he had nothing to do, to iſſue forth his 
Orders for any but thoſe under his more imme- 
diate Inſpection. As if St. Paul did not underſtand 
his own Buſineſs, and the Extent of his Power, til 
you came to direct him, and ſettle it for him. I 
am well aſſured our Author was in the right, 
when he ſaid ; If ſuch a'Decretal could be produced of 
St. Peter's, I doubt not it would have been made iiſe 
of, towards proving his Univerſal Supremacy. And 
have often thought, if theſe Words had been ſpo- 
ken by St. Peter, what a Noiſe we ſhould} have 
had in our Ears with them. But being ſpoken by 
the great Apoſtle of the Gentiles, they are to ſig- 
nify nothing. They conſiſt not well with St. Peter's 
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(32) 
pretended Supremacy, which muſt not be meddled 
with upon whatever Terms, and therefore it is a 
Vanity to inſiſt upon them. And yet after all they 
are the Words of Holy Scripture, and to be re. 
lyed upon, incomparably beyond all your ground- 
leſs Imaginations and Conceits. And they ſuit 
excellently well with the Order given to all the 
Apoſtles to go, and teach, or rather * make Diſci- 
ples of a Nations, all Parts of the World where 
ever they ſhould come. To this end, our Bleſſed 
Saviour not only f ſent them, as his Father had ſent 
him, but || when be had ſaid this, be breathed on them, 
* and ſaid unto them, Receive-ye the Holy Ghoſt, whiſe 
ſoever fins ye-remit, they are remitted. unto them, and 
whoſe. ſoe wer ſins je ret ain, they are retained. Their 
Commiſſion you ſee was General, and of large 
Extent, not confining any of them to any parti- 
cular Diſtrict or Dioceſs. And no wonder there- 
fare if they had an unlimited Concern for all 
 Chriftians in whatever Part of the Earth, and 
gave out their Orders for the Direction of any 
they had Opportunity of viſiting, or ſending to, 
by whomſoever firft planted. And if you are re- 
ſolved to have it otherwiſe, muſt deſire to know 
the Grounds of ſuch your Reſolution. Such a 
Sommiſſion as St. Peter had, ſuch had alſo St. Paul, 
together with the reſt of the Apoſtles; but that 
any one of them had any peculiar Dioceſe, other- 
wiſe than by Agreement amongſt themſelves, you 
may aſſert as confidently as you pleaſe, but will 
never be able to make it out. And yet I am not 
come up. to what, our Author intended, For he 
does not ſay the fore-mentioned Words declare 
St. Paul to have had any proper Juriſdiction over 
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i A. 
all Churches, beyond what the other Apoſtles | 
but that had any thing of this Nature been ſaid of 
St. Peter, he doubted not but it mould haue been made 
uſe of, towards proving his Uni verſal Suprimacy. And 
if he had pleaſed, he might have added, it would 
have been made more uſe of to that 39 


les had; 


all the whole Neu Teſtament beſides. And:whar 
Anſwer can you give to this? Do you deny it? 
By no means. On the contrary you undertake to 
juſtify ſuch an Application, would che Caſe have 
born it. May not the fume Words, ſay you, be aſed 
to fipmify King Power, and a Mapiſtrateis ; Tut the 
King s Power implies Independeuce; and the Magiſtrate's 
Subordination. An apparent Acknowledgment that 
had theſe Words been on your ſide, You would 


have been ſure to make uſe of them, for the ſup- 
port of your pretended Supremacy. Which is all 
he charged you with. And yet again, Power and 


Authority, you ſuy, ſignify differently when ap- 


plied to a Sovereign, and when to à Magiſtfate. 


About which Diſtinction I will not diſpute with 


you; but only ſhall tell you, chat to make it ap- 


plicable to your purpoſe, you are firft to prove 
St. Peter really had that Supremacy you would en- 
ſtate him in, and St. Paul was an Inferior Agent 
under him, before you conclude their Powers to 
have been thus different. I add, that what Þ here 
offer in behalf of St. Paul, St. Chryſoſtom affirms of 


Biſhops in general, and is therefore more appä- 


rently indiſputable in behalf of St. Paul, or any 


other Apoſtle; that f e Biſhop ongbe to ta ke bare, 


Jas he has opportunity] not ony of bis oum Churth , 

[or Dioceſe] but of the whole Church diſperſed t hroi h- 

out the World. This that eminent Father teaches ; 

and you may diſprove it if you can, and may 
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eee eee him, antl Sr. Faul * 
Falſbood. 4.44 10 Ketighe 
eee We pos \ that. the Gentiles Kan St. Paul s 12 
= Charge, but: with. Vianden to, the S ren 
Pa bh rag i Srl 34 SIN 1 

Vind. What y ou own, as to. St. Paul's being he 
Apoſtle of che, Gentiles, we own too. But then 
your ſuppoſed Subordination we deny s and I hape 
1 have competently diſproved it already, though 
that was more than I was any way obliged to, 
the Proof of it lying properly upen you. But if 
I will wait for that, I find I may wait till Doomſ- 
day; for you are rather for nee than . 
. 2 *£49 Sa? | 

Nef. «The: Gas Conjecture your Author has; 
__ what is ſaid of St. on in the Synod at 
Feruſalem, and I make the ſame: Reply I do here, 
that + Hords may bave a: different Signiſication, geo- 
A5 to the A yan they are applied o. 9 

Vind. And my Anſwer will therefore ſerve. 4 1205 
too, that — y wy to aſſix ſuch à different Sig- 2 
-nification, you ought clearly and euidentiy to prove, W p N 
the Difference between the Perſons to hom eu 25 
apply them 

- Reft. I have told 900 choughts of the matter 38 


Vid. I proſiune y you 4 not. take upon your ſelf fir 
ito have a Power of determining all Controverſies _his 


Jn; 8 your Arguments, not Your: rene 1 call 10 
e. * The, en of the” Afts-of the Apoſles be tra 

_ enough i mit, to Wes: _ KA TI mene ie St, wh 
Peter s pap) ; | . 
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Vind., But where is the ;Univerſal x 
* Fefe him, that ſhop d work the, 9 Wo 
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Vind. As how? (os 
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g¹ bim ps 5 the 

1 ie Abbe oni 4 Pri of Order, 
and Reſpect, a as he was the eigen As tle; E. the h Set 

that came, . An ee acc con nftantly i 
with Op Lord, ight Very. well be, 2 
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u like. bas in it . ſe” age 
rinde Ms When Fe is ne, ta 1 
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old this 
either. of them. 2 ee o 5 FUR ak 
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ingenuous,. and own your Error, ming To 
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{ay 2 975 ke letion 0 e _ 


Pred bs 5 Cf wich Ly 17 5 1 m. 15 95 
neither — my Ply caching | 0 10 
EONS hem roger hee; * ary ? Ae ex in 55 5 


mation annext to 15 Ot ni, of 10 2 Upremac 
you. are ſo fond oh, and; which: Jo Would wit 
all your heart prove tö belong Ko him, 1 that 


Not. 45 
. 05 855 a i h. whom Bir 1 Pucatith » 
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6 be; had ah Uotvertal Sabre 
Fry Js; 6 Os trifling J am aſhamed of it. And 1 
This If bur wonder: what Opinion you'have' & 
our Ungerſtandings, that you can think it ſhould 
ever pals with us for argülng. All I can collect 
from ach 22 70 l n 2 As. £706 


LF; 


the. ae  (metigg co the cannot. DH. Y 
2 I N 1 chink 14 mhall do Wente fs 
nal /. 1 
555 Then 1 "hope Shes Tan better Ar- 
ment in ſtore, than any heſe foregoing, uſe- 
lefs Obſervations. Wes, 
Ne . VII. Hes the #: bt g ot" 4 deve Ser 
"Fence; in the Council at een 
Vind. Can you make that out? And if you <ould, 
would that prove an Univerſal Süpremäcy? 5] 
.... Ref. Do you doubt it? 
Vid, Ficſt, How do you make gobd 109 Af. 
ſertion, that St. Peter gave the definitive Sentence 
amongſt the Apoſtles? _ 
Ref. Will you not believe your Eyes ? 
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Vind. ou 


any to 15 . Underſtanding 


1 1 ; 
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Vind. You will not always, permit me to do it ; 
witneſs, Tranſubſtanciation. But what do my Eyes 


tell me g 
. . 


that ys: Apoſtle, Tpake fir in 5 Coun- 


DEI 
Refs. Most certainly. eh ab eee en 
Vind. But does his ſpeaking firſt hey chat he 
gave the füllt definitive SN If he 
3235 aer, he . give 775 . 
.. +88 ou; queſtion that Leicl ais, 
Wo 115 Wor Jen too, if you Will be Per- 
to attenck to Ghat he frid. He 
5 © hk God had made him the hap py In- 
Aa 9 firſt”; publiſhing the Goſpel to the 
Gentiles, and ſince they wete become Converts tb 
Chriſtianity, and had Teceived the Holy Ghoft, 
20 did not lee what reaſon there could be, to fe. 
uire 'of - Whom the” Obſervation” of the Molaich 
, by which they could not hope to be juſti- 
fed. but only by Faith! in Chriſt, and Obedience 
to his Goſpel. ki MOUTH Fa 
„Neft. Is not this a defihitiye Sentence? „ dl 
Nd. No ſute; it loo more like a Propoſal at 
the Opening of the Seffion.”” And ſo 1 ſhould have 


. thought it, but that we are told there had been with 


comes too foon 
for a definitive Sentence. For What Preſident of 
| and Integticy ever 
ale a definit ye Sentence, . before the Cauſe was 

ly heard? N Or what need would there be, to 


diſputing before.” Yet it certain 


= 


Fee about, i it, after tlie definitive Sentence Were 


| given? Yer + afcer this: Barnabas and Pau ſpake to 


the ſame, purpoſe, tho not ſo fully; and all this 
bor 2 the definitive Sentence. 5 2 


ei ni . 


. Reft. What is a definitive Sentence, if ye ow will 
[nor 40 ee to be 6 7 2 + Ty 4 N git 
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| Fate Sentence. He declares, ns how Ge 1 


Lined, glis Centiles to, take out them ole for — 
Name. An Ihen the” others had be heard, like 


the of a mbly, ane. coticludes' all 
with 1 Fad min, ee to the Opinion 


2 es had, en. before him; but more 


ly and particular id in ſuch'a manner, chat 
ey all op. readil 17 unanimouſly” 'to "have 


acquie n niented,to It; And het 
1 Is. 1 Jen's, Be "Us ave. Ws 0 : ce 0 


De bates, W Peter | 
; 1 14 K. ein an Rae's anner, 
5 one in his Station. 2 851 ays he, 


5 x Tranflarion Fightly has it, Li I. Septet 15 


t 
Wen ne n allow! of yolir Tranift4- 


a but; laws. your, Author, ban le d into 
an, Error by it, and d demand of en to A that 


that Verb; bas 4 1 atber  Sigurficatic than 90 17 
wat 16750 ann Mao (Orc: new £0: 
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tion. cowards i it, and that you would pick a quar- 
rel with it if you could tell how); — does not 
at all invalidate what our Aiithor has ſaid. 3. St. 
; ames 's Determination, not St. Peter's, was what 
they all agreed in: For ſo was the Decree of the 
| Tatts 1 ſikined good to the Holy Ghoſt, and to 
4 y "upon You no 25 60 kurden, than theſe nice 
You 2 750 that ye 47 6 om Mats offered to Taols, 
and from Blood, an "from things | frangled,” and 0: 
Tas, che ſelf fame particulars whereof St. 
ames's 6 conſiſted. Here is plain 
roof 17 it Was St. Famer, and none other of 
Wy tes that preſided in, and put an end to 
Sattel Aud now tell me ſincerely, my 
5225 Friend, what is become of all your Obſerva- 
tions from the - Aa. of rhe 4 3 The reſt of 
"them © ſignify nothing Aug 6s the 1 ſquiſition we are 
upon; and this, which alone is wy 'the Point, is 
falſe and not to be maintained. Nor is this my 
Doctrine only, but what the great St. Cbryſaſtom 
has taught long before me, teſtifying of St. James, 
that ERAS ls JA ag 7 YE te G. be in be- 
fed with, the chief Power, there, contrary” to 
"Concer of St. Peter's Prefidenic amongſt" them. 
: And not only ſo, but a little "after, St. Peter, ſays 
„ delivered Binſelf with the greater earneſtneſe, L 
"This "Apoſtle the mort ſedately, r it alma becomes 
thoſe i in greater, Power to do. And again, TI 3 Kell 
| 1 M bat is Ting T determine, or my" Sentence is? dy 
7 17 7 Wola My Fro” namely, as much as to ſay, 
Abe ik the Authoritatively, Thus undeniably is this 
"Venerable Father an Advocate for our 'Tranfla- 
tion, and thus expreſiy does he declare for St. 
5 5 1 85 and having the chief Power i. in 
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that Synod. The ſame allo, fays Heſychias of Fut 
Jalem ” merest Jute . Ide. ehe der, &c. 
Peter ſpeeches it, but St, James determines ---- and bis 


3 . . | Pe 3 1 
Determination, 98 not. to be der aſide, nar bjs Sentence 


2 
* 


to be ſlighred.. And you will find it to very. little 
purpoſe, to ſet up your groundleſs Fancies again 
the Authority of ſuch Men, and the plain Evi- 
dence I have brought againft you. You, may g0 
on, if you like it, and ſay- as you; do, t That St. 
James, as Preſident, gove, his definitive Sentence, 
moſt. falſe, is moſt untrue. But I have now ſhewn 

fully, chat it is moſt true, and your Complaint.of 


gur Tranflators, is groundleſs, and highly unres- 


onable. Whegce jt. follows, that this Aſſertioh, 
after all your fly endeavours to evade it, 4% frong, 
and invincible Argument againſt St. Peter's Primacy, 
-if; by Primacy you mean the Supremacy you have 
V 
Ee. It is Ame now to call another Cauſe. 
firſt as to this. | . | | FA IE D pt ene. 


* 
3 


this time. e nee yan als ene Mod 
nd, Then I muſt let yon Know, 1 bays not. 
Neither can I Giſmils.ir without my former Que. 


: ion, what Promiſe have you, that he who ſhould 
Preſide in this Council, ſhould be ſupreme Paſtor 


of the whole. Church? Or What ther Title to 


this Supremacy can you plead, from what was 
aid, or acted therein ? It is patter of Fact, that 
you will not allo St Tames ſuch a ſupereminent 
Juriſdiction, tho I have proved him to have pre- 
 lided there. And it is too much to expect, it to 


de yielded to S. Peter, whom, J have proved to 
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have been and acted there, e As 2 Fellow. 
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Ref. Hive you done yet? dens ud: Ho 
Vind. Before'T anſwer you pray ten me, wits. 


+ ie 


_ 


ther you have any thing farther to urge for this 


düsen 


e 


cy, either from Jae, or T radition ? 
Reſt. Not at this time. 


Vind. Then let me put another. Queſtion, _ 


be ſo kind as to return me an ingenuous Anſwer 


to it. Suppoſing St. Peter had in truth had fuch 
an unlimited Supremacy as you imagine, how 


would you prove the Pope to have the ſame? 

20 "Rept. R-deſcenids' to him as the Succelios: of as 
Petey. 5 
"> Viod. D62your tale this-to- be Proof? Sk. Pi 


, - . 


£# i 7 


had ſome extraordinary Powers as an Apoſtle 


which were 


RNeſt. I take that for granted. 
Vind. So I ſuppoſe, becauſe I am ſure yon hive 


* ly Hoe it. 


Seven Years ſa ys 


much Su 


Well, but let me ask 


| to dye with him, as well as others 
that were to deſcend to ſuch as ſnould come after 


2: th 
3&3 


you 


him; and how ſhall I know that this Supremacy 
was not one of the former e 42 en Itty 


A- 


t. Peter had ſuch a Supremacy, how came 


ain 

1 'ss to leave it any more to Rome, than to Antioch? 
"Your ſelves own he was Biſhop there, before he 
was at Rome, and for divers Years together, for 
your Hiſtorian * Baronin. And 
how came it to paſs, he did not leave that Seas 
preme in the Eaftern; as that of Rome, 
in the Weſtern part of the World? What Evidence 


is there of his deſigning ſo vaſt a Diſproportion 


between his Two Sf ceoffors?" © Or how does it ap- 


pear, that he might leave his Supremacy where 
he would: 2 57 get Charter —— its rupee 2 


EIS Want wh 
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Wolle 8 25 { 0 (.42 bY $ nne 01230 aver 
at Rome claim a Supremacy over, not only thoſe 
at Antioch, but even over St,. John and any. other 
of the Apoſiles;.if any were permitted to out- live 
St. Pater 2 Theſe are ſuch; Abſurdities, that it is 
much better preſuming them, than attempting 
the Proof of them. And yet till theſe, and di- 
vers other like Enquiries are ſatisfactorily reſolved, 
hat Univerſal Supremacy, upon which you ſo 


fcunwarrantably value your ſelves, muſt unavoida- 


Reſt. In your Opinion. FC 
22 Vind. Aud in the Opinion of all underſtanding 
and impartial Judges, and ſome of your own Com- 
munion, and of eminent Station amongſt you, and 
even of ier: om) bed 
10g So you make your People believe. 
12:1 ord And ſo have ſome of yours believed and 
y$anght;:;/Take this inſtance for the preſent, from 

the Author of a Diſcourſe, entituled, Moyens. ſure: 

& Honeſtes pour la Converſion des tous les Heretiques 
Printed at Cologne in the Year 1681... 
et. What lays he? 
mV ind, He ſays Cardinal Cuſanas confirms, what 
St. Gregory had told us before. Me raad, ſays the 
1 Alexandria, and of Antioch, and together  witl 
4 be/e all the Biſhops that ere under them, ſate in St 
Peter Chair. And as if this were not enough, 
»thar Author adds, Que Fon liſe des torites de Gregoire 
ec. i Let auy one read the Writings of the-Popes, Gre- 
ag elaſius, and Leo, and be will: find they, al 
 ceckinewtedge all god Biſhops to be St, Peter's Succeſſor, 
ende ſometimes they bave not fail d to diſcover am 
1 bitions;Inclinatrons,;. and a deſire of ſubjecting other Bi- 

ſhops to them, yet not as Heads of the Church, and ye 
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buſineſs to prove, i 
J have clearly diſproved. The main of your Ar- 
gument lies in this, that a ſingle Univerſal Mo- 


5 a late Learned = 1 has eee to 


* De Rom. komt l f 4 A 1 -< 
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5 Tt vir af we Tos of gere; Neither is ito 


er vel for the fit Five Centuries, bat amy ever 
2 15 Face 0 alledge one ſingle Paſſage in the ſacreu 


5 for e 8 the Primacy of he, . f 


h Have you done e 0 N 3 -% 2111193 
Vind. I thought I had': Butanother like Paſlage 
comes in my Way; and it is of your great Cham- 
rc Bellarmin, who after he had fifted: this; Point 
as thoroughly, and been as zealous and induſtrious 
in maintaining and eſtabliſtüng it, as any ane of 
Jour Party ever was, is yet forced to admit, that 
* 7he Serip ptures do #0 where expreſly declare the Biſhap 
RomB* 10 be St. Peter's raf Aud if fo, mu 


les do the) y any where inveſt him with an Uni- 


verſal Su premacy over the Church of Chriſt, But 
bin oP this?” 4 03 16 Fett org 
Reſt. Your Author argues apa; this 8 


"ro , from the Civil ane and the ee Go- 


ments of the WorlUUuu 
nd. The ſeveral Pages Nn upon this 
Topick I might well pals over, as of no concern 
to us; becauſe you all along proceed upon a Sup- 
poſit tion of that Su temacy, which it were yr 
you could; and which Lhope 


narch muſt in all appearance govern the Church 
beſt. And to prove this, as gur Author * 
againſt it from the Civil State, ſo do you for it. 
And particularly from the times of N in 
which you ſay was greater Peace chan [cs the 
Diviſion of the Empire: Againſt, which Doctrine of 
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prove, 
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prove, there was not ſo conſtant and laſting a 
'Peace thiough the Empire in his time as is gm. 
monly ſuppoſed. And yet were your Suppoſition che 
taken for trutſij you ſeem to have forgot that the N 
Gtowth of the Empire was at lengtli che Cauſe 0% 
of its own Deſtruction. This not only * Horace 
teſtifies, but + Horus and {| Livy, and * Tacit, and St 
beſides theſe: #'St. Auguſtine, eq 0 
Reſt. Nou ſay you have dif proved che Supreme fra! 
cy we contend for. n A ri 

ad. Ves, and might * done it much more i 79" 
Aargely had I thought it neceſſary. And yet 1 %%% 
have one Obſervation ſtill behind, in relation to Dis'4 
his Supremacy: Namely, that we have very good 85 
Evidence againſt it. It not only has no Founda-i 
tion, either in Scripture or Primitive Wb 
?buc we meet with ſuch: Occurrences, in thie 

cient Writers, as manifeſt it to have been rate 
unknown in their Times. Och 45 bf 
NH. Pray let us hear ſome of 8 4 50 5 

Vind. In the firſt place, ſeg wick what ſingular 
Familiarity, the other Biſhops then treated the 
„ Biſhop of Rome; bow they addreſſed themſelves 
to him as a Fellow-Biſhop, not as to a Supreme 
Gavernor over them all. How oft do t y, and 
2gthers;| call, him |} Collegne, Brother, + mo, dear 

-Wrorher; er molti beloved Pope; or e for ol fo 
0M ri *. San 12 . —— Zi pms | Arrenu 
25. ” 00. e 4 * 3.012. 00 
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0 (45 508 lle [fs 
che Wore ahh: ſigniſied, Fellow Minifter, and: 
again arely T Biſhop of rbe Romans? Firmilian|.of 
Cappadotia makes no difficulty, to rax Pops Stephen 


ede 7 wig" 


F 8457 


[with open and manife#t Folly. St. Cyprian in the 
Council of Carthage, declares againſt an univers 
fally Supreme, as no way agreeable to the Chti- 
ſtian 1 None of ut, x tay he; i” A makes himſelf 
of Biſbo s; or bompells bit Ce 
427 1 bus "necoffity off obeying," ee 
bp it at his o diſpoſul; according tu 1b Exrent uf 
bis Libtriy and Poier, and can ü 8 Jud 


gea by 
anot ber, than he tan judo another. St. \dupuſtin ſtems 


to have 2 pprehended ne ſuch Difference betweeli 
the Mer hamneg Stephen and St. Cyprian, when he 
ſays f They were Two - Biſhops of muff eminent Chur. 
cher, the Rn ee u ler I have noted 
dete hoer loudly Pope Gregory the Great dex 
claimed againſt an Univerſal Biſhoh, as the Fore 
runner of Antichriſt; and that che Council of 
Cbaloedon allotted the Primacy of Order to the 
See of Rome, not becauſe tha Biſhep there was 
Univerſal Paſtor'; but becauſe Rome had à greater 
regard due to it, as being the Imperial City; au 
. place to Conſtuminople, as a ſort of New 
And thus it is rde like wiſe in Juſtius 

by 's > Novels: See tu rde ov zee, 8:0: U 
decret Accordii to the Drolſſont of thei Fuur Holy Coumn- 
cils, that the mo#t holy Pope" of O/4iRomo'; he place 
#7 all other. Biſbops ; arid\the mD, Archbiſhop-af 
Conftantincple;, the Neu Rome; bold "rhe. {acomd 
"Rank, und be faba befor all other ¶hbich Con- 
ſticutions I alle to explain that Of. Tvenzus, clit 
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the Faithful all about flocked to R ome, propter poten- no 
Rorem Prinicipalitatum, becauſe! of the peculiar,Power pe 
and Privileges that belonged: to it 3 not by, any T 
Divine Right, but as given it by Councils, and it! 
1 Emperors. I take alſo the ſixth Canon of the great I ins 
Niceus Council to be ver appoſite to our purpoſe, MW the 
which gives the Biſhops of Alemandris Power over vel 
Egypt, Libya, and Pentapalis, in like manner az the Ri 
Biſbop of Rome bas werbe Subjects of his See. Which is 
muſt neceſſarily imply the Reman Biſfiop, Ito in 
Have a limited Jariſcicthon, cantiaed to his own MW anc 
Patriarchate, inaſmuch. as.otherwiſe it could not the 
be like chat of the Alexandrien, and other Eaſtern P 


"4 


Patriarchs: Nor ought the wee ef tr (7 
rom to Euagrias, oppoſite: enough to ſuch an ex- 
travagant Demand as this is, to be forgotten. U. 
bicunque fuerit Epiſcopus, ſeve Rinte ſive. Eugubii, 8c. 
Mbereſoe ver there be a Biſhop, het ber at the magnifi- 
cent oO of Rome, or the little Eugubium, at flou- 
riſhing Conſtantinople, or diſregarded", Rhegium, at 
renowned Alexandria, or the Obſcurer Taxis, be i 
the ſame Merit and Prieſf hood. The. Power of Ri- 
Thes, and the AMeanneſs of Poverty, doet not matte jy 
2 rit ber Higber, or Lower. But they are all Suc- 
67 
Red 


of the! Apeſtlets Which words cannot be wre- 
ſo as to make it probable, that St. Ferom 
thought one Apoſtle to have been by Divine In- 
ſtitution, Superior or Inferior to any of his Bre. 
thren. And this St. Cyprian poſitively atteſts, +.Hy 
erant cateri Apiſtoli, quod fuit Petrus, 8:C... Mhat Peter 
nu the ſame alſo mere the other Apoſtles, endued with 
lile Partnerſbip a Honour und \ Power. And if. the 
poſtles were all of like Power and Authority, 
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nane of their Succeſſors, as ſuch, can claim a Sur 
periority ove) any of their other Fellow EFT 
his Poſition St. Ferome has here laid dowẽ]n and 


its befides à natural Inference, from 1 


d 
the Po been anciently owned As pupte 1 
ne Ir the Church, they woll have Folio "th 

Right of Eren Genera Councils, path which s it 
is certain they had not; they -would have : Prefid 


and moſt venerable amongſt chem, t whichiy 


they did not; and oute at laft have has che 
Power of confirming theit Hectees; Tia but 5 
Sw 
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the Nicene Corncil.: Hiſt. Conc. Gen. J. 1. c. 2. 22 2 — 
relate that Hoſius did, and it is | viſible that hi, Name ſt ande 
at the Head of the ze Sudſcrip tions, and Victor and Vincentius the 

Pope's Legates next after 42 Concil. Labb. a Coſſart. To, 2. 

5. 50. Thus mich Ranks owns; only be would neells have Ho- 
fius to be the Pope's Legate. Annal. To. 3. Ann. 325. 20. But 
without-a ws , the Hiſtorians of thofe timer giving 
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have been conſtantly held, to have of right be. 
Jonged to them, but they were Hot. "tee 
other Objections might likewiſe, be brought againſt = ... 
this F and much ampler Proof of 
of what is here ſaid, but that I am unwilling. to to 
ſwell this Anſwer, to too great à length. For ha 
which reaſon I refer any one wha deſires fuller ſa- C 
risfaQion, in this Concroverſy,..to. the Learned = d 
Dr. Barrow's impregnable_ Treatiſe of. the Pope's M y; 
Sypremacy. - A Bock chat highly deſerves to hae W EI 
been tranſlated, into other Languages, for che Be. MW fou 
'nefit of Foreigners, moſt of whom are now whal- W ſor 
ly. ugacguainted with. it, ot not capable of under. Wh 
landing it. | 
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notice in them, to have been thorowly anſwered long 


ago. e 
1 I will wait for your notable Performance ; 
and if you pleaſe you may begin with this Treatiſe 
of Dr. Barrow. But I would adviſe you as a Friend 
to beware of ſuch a difficult Undertaking, leaft it 
happen to you, as it did ſeveral Years fince to 2 
Convent. in Portugal, who had agreed amongft 
themſelves to anſwer Biſhop Stillingſleet's excellent 
Vindication of Archbiſhop Laud's Conference with 
Fiſher, but when they had gone about half way, 
found their Task too hard for them, and fo were 
forced to deſiſt. And if you will venture upon it, 
when your hand is in, you would do well to an- 
ſwer ſome of your own Writers too. And parti- 
cularly Scotus in 4. diſt. 24, Cordubenſis I. 4. q. I. 
Cajetanus de Primatu Papæ. Bannes in 2. quæſt. 1. 
art. 10. whom you will find to give their Opinion 
againſt you. * | 
Reſt. Your Author gives you a goodly Notion of 
the Unity of the Church. 
Vind. Hold Sir, I perceive that but Two Pages 
forward, you recur to the Supremacy ; and there- 
fore if you pleaſe, we will go on with that a little 


farther, before we come to your goodly Notion. 


Reſt. I tell you then, the Ancient Fathers were 
thorowpac d Papiſts, as every one knows, _ | 

Vind. Can you prove, what you ſay every one 
knows ? | | | 

Reſt. I give you Two Authorities for it, and tell 
you, I have a great many more in reſerve. 

Vind. Do theſe two ſay, every one knows all the 
reſt were of their mind? 

Reft. I do not ſay that; but only that by theſe 


* * 
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whom I name, and thoſe others which you are to 
gueſs at, the Caſe is ſo plain that you muſt be 
unreaſonable, if y Ou W ill not allow that every one 
knows it. VVV 
Vind. How does that appear? 1 
-- Ref. I could have made it appear, and * could 
 bave quoted many of the Fathers upon this matter, but 
for brevity: ſake. I only mention two of great Authority, 
St. Proſper, and St. Leo. And what can you ſay 
to theſe two? _ 3 „ 
Vind. As to your Flouriſh of many more, fo 
long as none of them make their Hpeeg g 1 
have nothing to ſay. But as to theſe To I an- 
fer firſt, to prove es hence the Univerſal Con- 
. ſent of the Writers of thoſe times, is a ſort of De- 
duction you will not allow of in another. As I] 
ſhall eaſily make apparent. I have cited St. Cy- 
prian, and St. Ferom, Two Fathers of far greater 
Character, for their Writings than yours, to give 
Teftimony againſt your Rowiſh Supremacy ; and 
tho they do it very fully, and tho' moreover ] 
have produced divers other Fathers, as alſo ſome 
of your own Writers to corroborate their Evi- 
dence ; I am perſuaded you will not admit of this 
as ſufficient Proof, that the Ancient Fathers. were 
all Antipapiſts. And yet unleſs you will allow 
wy many more, and more pertinent/ Teſtimonies 
to prove for the generality of the Ancient Fa- 
thers, there is no Reaſon to expect I ſhould al- 
low your much fewer, and leſs pertinent. But 
farther, as to your two Authorities“; I obſerve 
the firſt is out of a Poem, of Proper Aquitanicus, 
and the other out of a Panegyrick of Pope Leo; 
and Poets and Panegyrifs being wont frequently to 
give a looſe to their Phancies, you cannot build 


* 
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much upon a particular Phraſe or Expreſſion in 


them. And accordingly, their unuſual Flights are 


never to be reckoned upon, as of equal Authori- 
ty, with the plain Expreſſions of graver and 
more inſtructive Writers. But to proceed yet far- 
ther, and conſider theſe Paſſages more particular- 
ly ; The Words of your Citation out of Proſper 
are theſe, as you render them in Engliſh. Rome, 
Peter's Seat, which to the World is made the Head of 
Pęſtoral Honour. Whatever ſhe does not poſſeſs by Arms, 
ſhe poſſeſſes in Religion. And what would you now 
infer from this, to prove the Ancient Fathers were 
thorow-pac d Papiſts? 3 5 
Keſt. Here you ſee, if you be“ not willfully 
blind, Rome is declared to be made the Head of 
Paſtoral Honour, | | | 

Vind. But how, or by whom made ſo? 
- * Reſt. By being St. Peter's Seat. 


Vid. Prove that. Till you can do it, I muſt 


ſtick to what J have ſaid and proved, that whatſo- 
ever Primacy it has, was given it by the Decrees 
of Councils, and becauſe of it's being the Imperial 
City. But none of the Ancient Councils ever 
gave her that exalted Supremacy ſhe now claims 
to her ſelf, 5 3 | 
Ref. St. Leo aſſerts it very plain. 

Vind. But the forementioned Councils do not, 
nor the early Fathers, nor even your St. Prosper, 


who ſpeaking of Rome, ſays indeed, ſhe is made 


= Head of Paſtoral Honour; but does not tell you 
OW... +... | | | 
Ref. But what think you of St. Leo? 
Vind. He ſays, I own, that Rome is made by the 
Holy Seat of St. Peter, the Head of the World. But 
T know not whether you will meet with the like 


Expreſſion, in any other Author. Vincentius Liri- 


2 | | nenſis, 


5 
nenſis, T am ſure, uſes this ſame Phraſe of Caput 
Orbis, concerning Rome in a Civil Senſe, with 
reſpect to its Temporal Power: And if one 
your own Popes has thought fit to apply it in an 
Eccleſiaſtical, and with reſpect to the State of the 
Church, and in a Panegyrick too, I truſt this will 
not ſuperſede all the irrefragable Evidence that is 


brought againſt it. Eſpecially if it be conſidered 


that in this ſame Diſcourſe from whence your 
Words are taken, he ſpeaks: of ſuch a Parity bg- 
twixt St. Peter and St. Paul, as cannot well conſiſt 
wich a Supremacy in the one, and Subjection in 
the other. And not only ſo, but Cardinal Cuſa- 
nis, in the Words cited p. 42. affirms of this ſame 
Leo, that he has freely owned all good Biſhops to 
be the Succeſſors of St. Peter; and by conſequence 
that this Succeſſion, either conveys no Suprema- 
cy, and ſo the Pope has no Title to it upon this 
account, or elſe conveys too much, and ſo All 
good Biſhops maſt have it. Either of which Sup- 
poſitions quite overthrows your Hypotheſis. But 
now were I to give you up this Pope, as an as 
vowed Advocate for your Univerſal Supremacy, 
the ſumm of all were only this; that by the Fifth 
Century you had found one Chriſtian Writer, a 
Roman Biſhop, and ſo ſpeaking for himſelf, who 
in a Rhetorical Oration, declared for the Supre- 
macy of St. Peter's Seat, and the Glory of Rome 
upon that account. And yet it is well known, 
that in the next Age Gregory the Great, who fate in 
the ſame See, and ſhould underſtand his own Pre- 
rogative, as well as Leo, when quarrelling with 
Fohn of Conſtantinople inveighs ſeverely againſt him, 
for taking upon him to be the Univerſal Biſhop, 
or Head of the Church, in ſuch terms as muſt 
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inevitably have condemned himſelf, had he and 
his Predeceſſors been guilty of the like Pretence. 
As I have ſhewn before. And now to conciude 
this Head; I will only note farther, that Expreſ- 
fions of this nature are not to be too much depen- 
ded upon, leaſt they milicate as ſtrongly againſt, 
as for you. St. Auguſtine is expreſly ſtiled * Se. 
mus Chriſti Pontifex, Chriſt's Supreme, or Chief 
High Prieſt; which nevertheleſs will not paſs 


with you for a Proof, that the Univerſal Supremacy 


was then at Hippo. So was f allo St. Germain Bi- 
ſhop of Paris in the Sixth Century ſtiled, by Ve- 
nantius Fortunatus ; and St. Baſil fact only tells 
St. Atbanaſius, that he took care of all the Chur- 
ches in like manner as of his own, but expreſly 
affirms, that they fled to him, dee 4 xoguoly N 
aur, as the Head of the whole. The Title to the 
ſuppoſititious Epiſtle of St. Clement to St. Fame, 
runs thus; Clement to our Lord James, Biſhop of Bi- 
ſhops, Preſident over the Holy Catholick Church at Je- 
ruſalem, and ſuch others as are any where ſettled by 
God's Providence, xc. 8 | 
Rep. Neither this Title, nor the Epiſtle it be- 
longs to, is genuine, as you cannot but own. 
Vind. So I told you; but yet I mention it, be- 
cauſe unleſs you will ſuppoſe the Author to be in- 
fatuated, you muſt believe him to ſpeak in the 
Language of the Times he wrote in, and that it 
was not then unuſual to aſcribe theſe exceſſive Ti- 
tles to other Biſhops, beſides him at Rome. And 
to convince you, theſe high ſtrains, in their Ad- 
dreſſes to the more eminent Prelates, were not ſo 
wonderful as you may poſſibly apprehend, take 
another to a later Biſhop of the fame Church of 
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Feruſalem. You may find it in one of Avitus Vi- 
ennenſiss Epiſtles, publiſhed not many Years ſince, 
by the Learned Jeſuit Sirmondus, in theſe Words, 
* Exercet Apoſtolatus veſter conceſſos a Divinitate prima- 
tus, &. Your Apoſtleſhip exerciſes the Primacy granted 
you by God, and ſtudies to let the World fee, that you 
poſſeſs the chief Place in the Univerſal Church,” not only 
by Privilege, but by your Merits, It this had been ſaid 


of the Biſhop of Rome, how would you have plea- 


ſed your ſelves with it? It would have done you 
more ſervice, than what you have collected from, 
either Profper, or Leo; which ſhews how little 
ſtreſs is to be laid upon either of their Aſſertions. 
And now, if you pleaſe, I am at leaſure to attend 
to your goodly Notion you was ſpeaking of. 

Ref. Your Author I ſay, + gives you a goodly No- 
tion of the Unity of the Church, that it conſiſts in the 
common Chriſtianity, wherein all agree. . 

Vind, And can you diſprove this goodly Notion? 

Ref. I have already ſaid, || If all Sects agree in 
ſome common Principles of Chriſtianity, tho they have 
no Ordination, Sacraments, &c. tho they ere Altar 
againſt Altar, &c. tho they curſe and damn one another, 

&c. yet according to this Notion, they are true Chur- 
ches, and in. Union with the Catholick Church. 

Vind. In anſwer to this, he has told you, as you 
know very well; Ve mut keep God's Commandments 
too; which they who do not are by no means ſound 
Members of the one Catholick Church ; and this 
implies an Obſervation of all his Inſtitutions. Thoſe 
who profeſs to believe in Chriſt, and have been 
baptized into his Name, are hereby become Mem- 
bers of his Church. But if they behave not them- 
ſelves in other reſpects, as becomes their holy Pro- 
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feſſion, and particularly if they do not live in a 
faithful Obedience to their lawful, regular Eccle- 
ſiaſtical Superiors, and keep a ftrit Union with 
the other Orthodox and orderly Members of the 
Church, ' avoiding all Schiſms and unneceſſary Di- 
viſions, they may become putrid gangrened Mem- 
bers, and may come' to be cut oft, and no way 
owned by the purer Part of the Church, unlefs 
upon their ſerious Humiliation and Repentance. 
- Ref. Will you pretend to ſay, that ſuch equi- 
vocal Chriſtians as theſe, are Members of the Ca- 
tholick Church? 1 e, 1 
Vind. T do, and muſt fay, as Catholick moſt na- 
turally and genuinely fignifies Univerſal, they are; 
tho' unworthy Members of ir. Bur if in the other, 
Eccleſiaſtical ſenſe of the Word, by the Catholick 
Church be meant, the Orthodox, pure Part of the 
Church, who faithfully adhere to Chriſt, and eng 
deavour to live up to the Rules of his Goſpel, 
and that all in its Communion ſhonld do ſo too, 
I confeſs they are not Members of this Church, 
nor can hope for any Advantage in order to Sal- 
vation, by any pretence of Union with it; but 
are like Branches cut off from a Tree, that can 
receive no Juice or Nouriſhment from it, unleſs 
graffed again into it. W 
Ref. I ſee you are for Obeying Chriſt's Commands, 
as well as your Author. o 
Vind. I hope in God I always ſhall be, whatſo- 
ever Temptations I meet with to the contrary. 
And I heartily wiſh you, and your corrupt Church, 
were more obſervant of them, than you are in 
divers reſpects. For you know, without ſuch 
Obedience there is no Hope of Salvation. 
Ref. This 1 ſay, f is nothing to the purpoſe. 


NAP SE nn — 


T7 C. A. 27. . 


„St. Matth. 7. 1 
A D 4 Vind. You 


Vind. You, mean it is not for the purpoſe of 


' your part of the Church, becauſe her Corrup- 
tions are ſo contrary to divers of theſe Command- 
ments, that ſhe. is forced by way of ſelf-defence, 
to depreciate this principal Teſt of true Ortho- 
doxy, and ſet up others of leſs Certainty, and ſe- 


veral of which are in truth no Teſts of it at all. 


But let me tell you; and I am ſure I have very 
good Authority for it, that no Octhodoxy in Faith, 


tho that be neceflary too, no ſuch Orthodoxy, 1 


ſay, no Pretence to an Univerſal Supremacy, no 
particular Privileges of any one See above ano- 
ther, will be of any avail in order to the Salva- 
tion of any, either Perſon, or Church, that has 
nota due Regard to the Commandments of God. 
Which it is certain your Church has not, in the 
Worſhip of Images, the Adoration of the Hoſt, 
Prayers to Saints and Angels, your Latin Service, 
your withholding the. Cup in the bleſſed Eucha- 
riſt, &c. Give me leave therefore to tell you, that 
your Charge againſt us, of || having cut our ſelves 
off from you by a cauſleſs Separation , is groundleſs 
and falſe, For firſt, it cannot be denied, that both 
Papiſts and, Reformed joyned together in one 
Communion, for a conſiderable Part of Queen 
Elizabeth's Reign, till Pope Pius V. iſſued out a 
violent Bull, and ſo made the firſt Separation; as 
our Author has * noted before me. And then 
again, if we had broke off from you firſt, this 
could by no means be reputed à cauſleſs 8 
when your Corruptions were become ſo groſs, 
that we could with no ſafety to our Souls comply 
with them. As has been proved over and over. 


Ref. I cannot forbear pitying the poor * filly 
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Primitive Chriſtians, that knew nothing of this Prinei - 
c Vind. If you had. e might have ſa- 
ved your ſelf the trouble, of this ſenſleſs. ironi- 


cal Commiſeration. For theſe Primitive Cbriſtians 


were not only. for Ob:ying. God's Commandments 3 
but were perfect Strangers to your Twelve addi- 
tional Articles of the modern Romiſh Creed. And 
had they been now alive, they would no more 
have dared to communicate with your Church, 
in her preſent Circumſtances, with the Errors ne 
has gntertained and propagated in theſe latter 
Ages, and eſpecially ſince the Council of Tent, 
than we of the Church of England dare. Neither 
is it pretended by any of our Church, that the 
Hereticks they condemned were true Members, 
of the Catholick, meaning of the Regular and Or- 
thodox Church; but only in a laxer Senſe, that 
they were unſound Members of the Univerſal 
Church, as they were Chriſtians, as you here 
* avowedly hold them to have been. TE 

- Reſt. | Your Author ſays, All Churches agree in 
this Summary of our Faith called the Creed; and the 
Church of Rome ber ſelf muſt think this ſufficient for 
Salvation. © | + 


Vind. And what Objection have you againſt it. 


Reſt. Firſt, I ſay, If this, be ſufficient, then Pa- 
piſts are ſecure, for they admit the Summary. 

Vind. But they have tacked to it Twelve other 
Articles of their own contriving, and how. ſecure 
they are in this, deſerves your ſerious Confidera- 
tion, I cannot yet ſee why creating new Articles 
of Faith, unknown to the Scriptures, and the firſt 
and beſt Chriſtians, is not as much Hereſy as de- 
nying any of the old Ones. I am ſure it is an in- 


W 
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(53) 
colerable deviation from the only Rule of Faith, 
and makes your Faith twice as much as our Sa- 
viour and his Apoſtles ever made it. And it is 
for this ſinful Addition to your Faith, together 
with your unchriſtian Practices conſonant to it, 


that we dare not aſſociate our ſelves with you. 


Refs. I think I have ſufficiently gravelled your 
Author here, I ask him whether the Summary call d 


| the Creed, be ſufficient for the Salvation of a Man, 


who poſitively rejetts the whole Bible, the Sacraments, 
and all the Articles of Chriſtianity, not contained in the 


Summary? 


Vind. By other Articles J ſuppoſe you mean, the 


known Truths of Chriſtianity not contained in the 


Summary; becauſe you will never be able to 
maintain that there are any other neceſſary Arti- 
cles of Faith, purely ſuch. Petenda there are, and 


Agenda, Matters of Prayer and Practice, which in 
a large and general Senſe are to be believed, becauſe 
they are revealed. But what we call the Credenda or 


Articles of Faith, are revealed, becauſe they are to be 


believed. Theſe are of a Speculative Nature; and 


of theſe the Creed commonly called the Apoſtles Creed, 


" is a ſufficient Summary. As has been noted ſome- 


time ſince by the Learned Dr. Hickes, in the ſe- 


cond Collection of his excellent Controverſial Letters, 


p- 47. Amongſt the Agenda come the Sacraments, 
and ſo are not matters meerly and purely of Faith, 


as our Author rightly ſuppoſes. But in anſwer to 


your Inquiry, pray let me ask you again, where 
there ever was a Man who firmly and ſincerely 
believed the Summary or Creed, and yet denied 
the other Articles, or rejected the Bible, or Sacra- 
ments. When 2 have done this you may expect 
an Anſwer. At preſent I ſhall neither trouble 
you, nor my Reader, with a needleſs Diſpute about 
A Non- entity. | | | | 


bad done long before? ; 


- $3 

Reſt. * The Council of Trent has added no new Ar- 
ticles to the Creed ; and we defy bim and all his Party 
to prove that one new Article has been added to the 


old. 1 a ak 14 8 
Vind. A bold Challenge indeed ! but ſtrutting 
and hectoring with ſome People ſupplies the room 
of Arguments. Do but read over Pope Piuss 
Creed, and you muſt be blind, if you do not ſee 
d ſtore of new Articles in it. For pray Sir, in 
which of the old Articles are you taught the Su- 
premacy of the Pope, and Maternity of the Ro- 
man Church, the Adoration of the Hoſt, the 
Worſhip of Images, the withholding the Cup in 
direct contradiction to our Saviour's Inſtitution, 
Invocation of Saints or Angels, the Doctrines ot 
Tranſubſtantiation, and Purgatory, the Uſe of 
Indulgences, ec. Lou may read over the Summa- 
71 a Thouſand times, and with all the Diligence 
and Attention that may be, and yet not be able at 
laſt to fiſh any one of all theſe Articles out of it. 
And can any thing be more aſſuming, than yet to 
challenge your Adverſaries to ſhew any one new 
Article in your new Creed? Can any thing be 
more inſincere, than to ſay this is only an Expli- 
cation of the former Creeds? Good Sir, do not 
take us all for Children, that will preſently" be 
frighted by big Words, and 'haughty Prerences, 
tho ever ſo falle an unreaſonable. Your addi. 
tional Articles are perfectly New, and not Expli- 
cations of the Old, and all your confident Preten- 

ces to the contrary will never diſprove it. 
Ref. May not we explain the Ancient Creeds, 
as the Councils of Nice, Chalcedon, and Epbeſus, &c. 
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(60) 

Vid. I will not take notice of your putting 

Chalcedon before Epheſus, inſtead. of Conſtantinople ; 
but ſhall content my ſelf to tell you, what I have 
already intimated, that tho' theſe Councils did in- 

deed explain the Articles of former Creeds, by 

enquiring into the true meaning of them, and 

condemning their Oppoſers ; yet this will do your 

Church no good, which has not explained the An- 


_ cient Creeds, but added many new Articles of her 


own, that have no Relation to them, nor ever 
were in any of them. This is our Accuſation; 
and we require ſomething more than a groundlefs 
Denial, in Anſwer to it. "84h 


FR 1 * 


1 — 


* Fee this excellently well argued by the Learned Dr. Hickes, 
in the firſt Volume of his nervous Controverſial Letters Chap. X. 
pag. 191, and 192. You know Vincentius Lirinenſis compares 
the Ancient Creed, as to it's Parts, to the Limbs and Members 


of a Child's Body, which though they grow and increaſe to man- 


by Stature, yet remain the fame without Addition or Change. 
And if you can faily ſhew, that your additional Definitions in 
Pius IVzh's Creed, are only the growth and increaſe of the 


' Limbs and Pants of the ancient Creed, then I will confeſs, 


that it is only increaſed 7 them, and differs no more from the 
ancient Creed, than a Man from a Boy or Child. You know 
he alſo compares the Articles of the old Faith to grains of 
Wheat caſt: into the Ground, which in proceſs of time grow 
and increaſe ,. and get a new Form and outward Appearance 

1 and though they multi- 
ply, yet they multiply in the ſame kind of Gram, which are 
5 wholeſome Wheat, and not Tares, or poiſonous Weeds. Ac- 
cording to which Similitude, if you underiake to deduce your 
additional Doctrines and Definitions, from any of the old Prin- 
ciples or Articles of Faith, I muſt beg leave to put you in re- 
membrance.ſo to do it, as. that the deduced Dod rines may appear 
to retain the Nature of the —_— old * from which 
yon dedute them, and not be of another kind: If you can do 
this, yon will do your Church the. beſt Service that ever Man 


yet did it, much better than Bellarmin, or the Biſhop of Meaux 


Rep. I 


the 0, 
the a 


— 
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e 
Reſt. I am much offended at his next An- 
ſwer, that the Sacraments are not a Patt of our 
Faith, tho divinely Inſtituted, and divinely Revea- 

Vind. He does not deny that they ought to be 
religiouſly received. and whatever is revealed con- 
cerning them to be ſtedfaſtly believed. But he 
looks upon them as Divine Inſtitutions, Signs and 
Seals of our Faith ; and fo reckons them ' amongſt 
the Agenda, rather than the Credenda of our Reli- 
gion, as I noted before. And what great Incon- 
venience there is in this, that ſhould ſo highly diſ- 
pleaſe you, I do not ſee, 

Ref. Next he ſays, | We have more Sefts a- 
mong us than you have among you, and that his 
Church 7s no more anſwerable for thoſe that break. 
off from her , than we are for thoſe that break off 
from us. 1 TEN e 

Vind. As to the former of theſe Charges, there 
needs only to read his Words, to make it appear 
juſt and reaſonable. F 2 Church, ſays his Gentle- 
man, Þ is anſwerable for all tbat break off from ber, 
then you have all theſe Sects to reckon for, and us too, 
which is one more, This is no leſs than Demon- 
ſtration. And the other is very like it. His Popiſh © 
Lord has denied, that 4 Church is an{werable for 
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did it; and for your Performance you'll deſerve a Monument of 
everlaſting Honour, both from her, and ours. But if you can- 
not do this we muſt ſtill maintain, that Pius's Creed is not 
profectus fidei, but permutatio, not an increaſe, but a change 
of the old Faith, and new not only in the manner, but matter 
thereof, quite of another kind, and different and diſagreeing from 
the old Greed, and what was taught as neceſſary to Salvation in 

the ancient Chriſtian Church, &c. OR SL ne ts 
TG i $9.33 © 
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thoſe 


no more anſwerable for thoſe that break off from ber, 


to affirm, that you are much more anſwerable for 


(62) , 

zhoſe who break off from ber, becauſe they are no longer 
of her. Therefore ſays his Gentleman very right- 
Iy, + We are not anſwerable for the Sechs which break 
off from our Church. Here is a natural and undeni- 
able Inference, from the Lord's Poſition ; which 

you had a mind to find fault with, but could not; 
and therefore was forced to change the State of 
the Queſtion, by turning it into a comparative 
Aſſertion; but all to no purpoſe. For thus you 
miſrepreſent his Words. He ſays, that bis Church 1 


than we are for thoſe that break off from us. Whether 
this be charging him fairly, let any Man judge, 
But ſince you will have it ſo, I muſt take liberty 


thoſe who have broken off from you, than out 
Church is, for ſuch as have left her, becauſe ſhe i; 
not guilty of thoſe groſs Corruptions, both in Do- 
&rine and Practice, whereby you have ſhut up the 
Door, againſt ſuch as might otherwiſe have been 
defirous of your Communion. Yet this Topick 
of our unhappy Diviſions is what your Miffiona- 
ries oft inſiſt upon, and glory in, and by this 
means win over divers of our weaker and leſs ju- 
dicious Brethren. But with how little Reaſon 
every one may ſee in an admirably learned and 
judicious Diſcourſe, written by the/Reverend Dr. 
Hickes, intituled, An Apologetical Vindication of the 
Church of England; in anſwer to ber Adwverſafies, 
who reproach her with the Engliſh Herefies and Schiſms; 
Printed for Walter Kettleby at the Biſhop's-Head ih 
in St. Pauls Church-yard; which has been twice 
Publiſhed, and the Adverſaries challenged to anſwer 
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| ter, who fixed his Seat at Rome? 


063) 


it; but none of them have ever dared to attempt 


1 1 , 
Re. Your Author begins bis ſixth Section with 4 
ſtout Argument: The Greek Church, ſays he, is el- 


der than yours, and therefore your Church broke off 


from her. Re 
Vind. And what ſay you to this? 

Ref. I ſay, Another gallant conſequence. 
” Vind. And do you defign that for an An- 

wer © | „ 

Reſt. Not a full one; and therefore I add, tit 
not Age, or Priority of time, but of J uriſdiction , That 
gives the Supremacy. And this, I ſay, I ave told 
you already, and am weary of repeating a#hing ſo of- 


Vind. Whether weary of it, or not; you may 
well be aſhamed to have repeated this ground- 


leſs Pretence of Supremacy ſo often, unleſs 


you could give better Proof of it, than any 
we have yet met with, or are like to have from 

ou. | | | 5 
6 Ref. I ask, Is the Greek Church elder than St. Pe- 
Vind. You may ask, if you pleaſe, whether it 
be elder than our bleſſed Saviour? or than all his 


| Apoſtles, or whatever elſe you think fit. But the 


Queſtion with your Adverſary is not whether the 
Greek Church was elder than St. Peter; but whe- 
ther Chriſtianity was preached, and a Church ſet- 
tled in Greece, before St. Peter came to Rome? 


that being enough to prove her an Elder Si- 


ſter againſt any thing you have ſaid to the con- 


trary. | | 
Reſt. Other Churches in Great Britain are elder 


1 * e 
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than Canterbury, yet. Canterbury bar the Primacy 
over them all. T 
Vind. That there was a Chriſtian Church in this 
Iſland * before the coming of Auguſtine, and con- 
ſequently before Canterbury was a Metropolitical 
See, or indeed any See at all, is not denied. But 
then it is to be remembred, that her Claim over 
the - ſeveral Churches of this Province, proceeds 


only from a known indiſputable Primacy that has 


been fince given her. And could you give as good 
Evidence for your Romiſh Supremacy over all, as ſhe 
can for her Primacy over this part of England, we 
would have no diſpute with you upon this account ; 
tho ſo long as you retain and impoſe your known 
rruptions, we neceſſarily muſt upon others. 
Keſt. We can tell the Place where, the Time when, 
the Manner how, and the Perſons who firſt hroached 


' their Errors. This they can never do againſt us. and | 


we defy them altogether to ſhew the leaſt Innovation in 
any Point of our Doctrine, which you condemn as erro- 
Neous, _ . | 

Vind. It is ſo uſual with you to boaſt, and ſtrut, 
and hector, and challenge, and defy, when you 


have leaſt reaſon for it, that whenever I find you 


at this ſport, I am tempted to ſuſpect your Caſs 
is bad. And ſo it proves here. The Ori- 
ginal and Progreſs of your Innovations, have 


been ſo oft and ſo fully made out, and your Chur- 
ches Errors ſo irrefragably expoſed, amongſt | 


others abroad, by 7 Chemnitius, and || Peter du Mou- 


% 
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* Beg. Hiſt. Eccl. J. 2. c. 2. p. 111. Spelm. Conc. To. 1. p. * 

&c. Brompt. Chron. Reg. Northumbr. Col. 780. | 

. + Exam. Con. Trid. _ | Nouvante du Papiſme. 
* De Cultus Religioſi Objecto; de Auriculari Confeſſone; de 

.cultibu Religioſis Latinorum; de Eæhemd Unctione; & ae Penis 


ſatifactionibis. | | 


lin, and as to divers of them ſo largely by Mr.. 


Ci) 


Daillze, and at home by Mr. * Perkins formerly, an d 


ſince by Biſhop f Stillingfleet as to theſe Six Points, 


The Authority of Tradition, the Canon of Scripture, the 
uſe of the Scripture in the Valgar Tongue, the Merit of 
ood Works, the number of Sacraments, Auricular Con- 
feſſion; as to Saint-Worſhip, and Extreme Unction, by 
Dr. || Claget ; as to Tranſubſtantiation, iy“ Biſhop Co- 
fins, and Dr. f Tillotſon; as to the Celibacy of the 
Clergy by Mr. * Wharton ;-as to the Latin Service, 


| Image-Worſhip, Communion in one kind, and Tradition, * 


by Dr. T #hitby, to name no more at preſent, that 
you have no way of vindicating your ſelves, but 


by pretending to contemn your Oppoſers, whom 


you ſee you cannot anſwer. This you do in a 
particular manner to Dr. Allix, who you ſay bas 
expoſed himſelf to the Laughter of all Learned Men, 1 | 
an Attempt of this Nature. And I expe& you will 

do as much for theſe I have here named, or any 
others that have taken the ſame care to expoſe 
your Corruptions , and caution People againſt ' 
them. And for this neceſſary Reaſon, becauſe you 
are not able to defend them. But believe me Sir, 
it is no Laughing Matter; as you will find at the 
laſt day. And if you think you can vindicate your 
ſelves, it is a piece of Juſtice you owe to your 
ſelves. And till you can do this, T am fure you 

are indiſpenſably obliged to renounce your Er- 
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* Demonſtration of the Problem. 3 | 
The Council of Trent examined and diſproved. 1 
I Diſcourſe concerning the Worſhip of the B. Virgin and the _ 
8 And concerning the Pretended Sacrament of Extreme 
. | j 
* Hiſt. Tranſubſtantiationis, | 
1 Diſcourſe about Tranſubſtantiation. : 
* Treatiſe of the Celibacy of the Clergy. ; 8 
t Treatiſe in confutation of the Latin Service 8c, Second in- 
lance of the Error of the Church of Rome. Demonſtration that 
the Church of Rome and her Councils have oed; Treatiſe, of 
Tradition, in 2 Parts, 1 pt 0 


E V 


5 
7 
2 
4 
=} 
1 
1 
= 
0 
it 
bY. 
- 
if 
. 


(66). 


rors, and not think it will ſerve your turn, either 
before God, or Man, to deride thoſe who have 
been at the pains of ſhewing the right Way, and 


perſuading you.to walk in it. 


Reſt. * One would. think your Author never bad 


Beard any thing of the Infamous Photius. | 
Vid. Pray have you heard of the more Infa- 


mous f Phocas, and his Flatterer Boniface III. and 
how by his undue Compliances with that Uſur- 
cy and Murderer, || he obtained the Title ycu are 


o highly concerned for? If you had, one would 


rus you ſhould not be ſo very fond of it. 
. There & nothing more notorious, than that the 
Gree Chirch owned the Supremacy of ours. 
Find. How do you prove this? 
Nes. I bring you three Arguments for it. 
Viud. I am apt to think ſomething may be ok 
matorions, than what has nothing better to ſupport 


it, than theſe Arguments. But pray let me hear 


them. 
Ref. I. She allowed the Church of Rome, to pref 
in Councils made up of her Biſhops. 


Vind. If this ds K 2 ö it will prove 


that Hoſine a Spaniard had the >upremacy. over 
both Greek and Latin Church, at the time of the 
Nicene Council, and Cyril at the time of the Ephe- 
ſme, for theſe Councils were made up of both. 
But this you know was not ſo. 

Reſt. Theſe Biſhops moreover call bim their Head, 


PE 


2 rhemſetve; bis . and n ell manner of 
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it is to be noted, that this is only an Expreſſion 
of the Pope's Legate, who be ſure would not fail 


| (992 
ſubjeckion to him. The Fathers at Chalcedon, thus ad- 
dreſs themſelves to Leo; Thou governedſt the Mem- 
bers as Head. ow TAC EDM > OR r. 

Vind. The Words of the Council are, *ay wp, 
&; nepdrl wand: fy$oreuer, Oy Tols & old ran intxvols 
Whom thou governedſt, as the Head doth it's Members, 
by thoſe that ſupply thy place. And they were ſpoken 
to him only as Preſident of that Council by his 


Legates, who had diſcharged this Office amongſt 
them to their great ſatisfaction. But it is too much 


to infer from hence an Univerſal Supremacy, for 


Leo; here being nothing ſaid with relation: to the 


whole Church, but purely to the ordering and ma- 
nagement of that ſingle Council. So that effectu- 
ally to anſwer this Addreſs of the Council, there 
needs no more than barely to give the Reader it 


- W hole, and in it's own | Language, Which you 


had taken care not to do. 


Nest. I gave you alſo the Words of the Fyheſins 


Council, Ta 471% Ui Ti 47 KEQEAP, 5 : 25 

Vind. Theſe are the Words of Philip a Presbyter, 
the Popes Legate in that Council. But they want 
likewiſe to be more fully and clearly repreſented. 


To oyia win Ant duch pwvais, TY 45 rng, = 


de b Mbonoeow M. Being boly Mem- 
bers, ye hawe by your holy Voices, joyned your ſelves to 
your holy Head, and by your holy Exclamations. Where 


to do what in him lay, to magnify his Maſter's 
Character and Power. And yet he repreſents him 
as Head of the Council, after the ſame manner as 
St. Peter was Head of the Apoſtles ; whom I have 
ſhewn to have had no Authority over them; and 
by conſequence neither can the Pope have over 
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thoſe Biſhops, who are not of his Patriarchate; 


_ Reft. The Conſtantinopolitan Fathers ſay, ye have 


called us together as your Members. 


Vind. It is true; the Fathers met at Conf anting- 
ale, wrote a reſpectful Letter to Damaſus and thoſe 
aſſembled with him at Rome, thanking them for 
commiſerating their Sufferings, and treating them 
as Members of the ſame Body with themſelves. But 
it is much harder to frame an Argument from hence 
for the Popes Univerſal Supremacy, than to an- 
ſwer it when ſet forth to the beſt Advantage. 
There is no ſubjection at all owned; and if there 
had, it muſt have been not to Damaſus alone, but 
ſince | no diſtinction is made between him and 
them,to the other Biſhops together with him. Which 
is more than you deſire, or would aflent to. And 
thus I have 


Members, as to teftify all, or indeed any, manner of 
e to him out of the Council. 

Reſt. II. Tis notorious that ſhe, ¶ the Greek Church] 
allowed the Pope's Furiſdliction over ber Patriarchs, Bi- 


' ſhops, &c. and that he depoſed them, reſtored others, &c. 
Vind.. As. notorious perhaps as what you preten- 
ded before concerning their Yang themſelves his 
Subjects. But to as ag Proof. 
? ays it, and Theoderer, and Goin 


th es ape 


Vine. Let us hear them in their Order. And 
begin if you pleaſe with Sozomen, | 
Refs. It is in the third Book of his Eccleſiaſtical 


Hiſtory, the ſecond Chapter. 
Vid. I ſuppoſe you mean the Eighth and Tenth 
Chapters, where he treats of 


Fulias's concern for 
St. . us, Paul . ee "_O ewo. SIT 


& 


Id 2 


* 
— 


# Theodorit, H SY Ecel. I. 5. c.8, 


. 9 


te A p. 37. 
Who 


ewn that the Oriental Biſhops do 
not ſo call the Pope their Head, and themſelves his 


V 
who being unjuſtly deprived of their Biſhopricks 
for their adhering to the Nicene Faith, had fled to 
him for Refuge, and whom he therefore not only 


received to Communion, but looking upon him- 


ſelf concerned to have a particular regard to all 
Chriſtians, upon account of the eminent Station 
wherein he was ſet, reſtored them, as much as in 
him lay, to their ſeveral Churches; affirming, that it 


was againſt Law, that ſuch Proceedings bad been 
without informing him, and that they were void upon 


this account. What Law it was that Fulius refers to, 
our Hiftorian does not acquaint us. Nor were his 
endeayours for the Reftoration of theſe injured 
Biſhops ſo ſucceſsful, but that he was forced to 
make his Complaint to the Emperor Conftans, and 
entreat the Aſſiſtance of his Power for making 
them effectual. Which was no very promiſing 
Sign of his ſupereminent Power in this reſpeq, 
and that it was owned by the Greek Church. _ 
Reft. Theodoret ſpeaks alſo to the ſame effect, in 
the ſecond Book of his Hiſtory, Chap. ir. 
Vind.Theodoret here affirms Julius upon Athanaſius's 
Complaint,who was then at Rome, and ſo within his 


Juriſdiction, to have, in purſuance of a Law,or Canon, 


of theC burch, ſummon d him before him, and call'dhis 
Accuſers alſo to come and make out their Charge 
againſt him. This Canon, Valeſius, a zealous Ad- 
vocate for your pretended Supremacy, takes ne- 
vertheleſs to be that which forbids Judgment to be 
given without hearing both ſides, the ſame that 

Athanaſius mentions in his ſecond Apology, p.799, ' 
as founded upon thoſe Words of St. Paul, f 4&. 


* 8 e 


* In hoy . e „ 
J Who ought to have been here before thee, and object if they 
ha o ht againſt me. Mot, i; 
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24. 19, together with thoſe of Fefus, * Ch. 25.76. 
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Now when the deprived Biſhops fled to Julius for 
help againſt their Adverſaries, he might reaſona- 
bly enough let the adverſe Party knaw it, and 
deſire to hear what they had againſt them, before 
he applied himſelf to the Emperor in their behalf, 


or tried any other way in order to their Reſtora- 


tion. But this will never prove, that he had of 

himſelf full Power to determine the Cauſe, and 

do them Right without any other Aſſiſtance. As 
ou muſt needs fee, 

Ref. Hear farther what Socrates ſays in the Caſe, 
in his ſecond Book, ch. -. 
_ Vind. Pardon me, if I think you are again mi- 
taken, becauſe that Fifth Chapter has nothing in 
it, that will at all ſuit wich your purpoſe. For 
which reaſon I ſuſpe& the Paſſage you aim at, to 


be here likewiſe in the Eighth Chapter, where 1 


find theſe Words. Kart Exxayoragier xexctor] ©, 


wo ey mg I te 54 Sub PUunc,. Ts Sanni. 
kao lem, that the Churches ought not to make Canons, 


without the conſent of the Roman Biſhop. by reaſon_ of 
an Eecleſiaſtical Canon ſo ordering. But here you may 
pleaſe-co obſerve, that the Hiſtorian does not de- 


Clare, in what place this Canon was made, when, 
or by whom, or where it is to be found. And ſo 


you cannot look for any Judgment to be made of 
it a preſent. . But if you ſhall think fit to produce 
it at your leaſure, you may then expect a farther 


- Anſwer. © 


Ref. III. + The many Appeals made to the Pope, by 
Patriarchs, Primates, Biſhops, & cr is a farther Proof, 


— 1 


* It is not the manner of the Romans, to deliver any Man to 
dye, before that he which is accuſed, have the Accuſers face to 
ace, and have Licence to anſwer for himſelf, concerning the 
ime laid againſt him. OO a RI or VOM rt Lined Dey” HER 

1 C. K. 2. 377 i 
41 * 55 I FI : of 

a | ] 


Hiſt. Eccl. I. 5. c. 9. Nor was Antioch 


\ 


„„ 
of the Pope's Supremacy being owned in the Greek Church, 
Vind. This you aſſert; but have not thought fit 


to acquaint us with one of theſe Appeals, or to 


ſnew us when they were made, and by whom. 
And ſo your unſupported Aſſertion is of no uſe to 
you. Eſpecially ſince from the places referred to 
p. 48, it will appear that they muft have been un- 
canonical and unneceſſar yx. 85 

Ref. Read St. Auguſtin's Epiſtle 162, and you will 


| be convinced of your Author's Miſtake. _ 


Vind. I am not firſt to read that Epiſtle now; 
but it is not conceivable, what miſtake of our Au- 


thor's I can diſcover by it. You cannot 1 5 


it is to teach me, that the numerous Churches of A- 
ſia, and the Swedes, Danes, 8&c. own the Pope's 
Supremacy, nor yet that they are all condemned 
Hereticks, as you aſſert. Nor can I imagine, why 


PR on this Epiſtle, unleſs, becauſe it is fo 


long you promiſed your ſelf the Reader would 


take it upon truſt, rather than be at the pains of 
looking it over to confure you. St. Auguſtin ſpeaks 
indeed of a Catholick Unity diffuſed over the whole 
World, but does not ſay the whole World owned 
the Pope for their Head. And the African and 
Carthaginian Canons aſſure us for that Part of the 
World, that they did not, by their difallowing of 
Appeals to him. Speaking alſo of the Roman 
Church, he ſays, in which the Authority of the Apo- 
frolical Chair had always a ſingular ſway ; as no doubt 
it had, and ought. to have, But he does not ſay 
all other Churches were ſubject to it. And as to 
the Title of Apoſtolidal See, this, it is well known, 
is no more than has been given to thoſe of An- 
tioch and Feruſalem, to name no more at preſent. 


* 4 3 


= 


** A 3 1 J P*Aynoyela, & Tuck: Theod. 
el. I. 5. N a 5 called only an Apaſto- 
E 4 And 


(72) 


And this very Father, a little after in hs fs 


Epiſtle, makes. mention of * Apoſtolical Churches, 
in the Plural Number, and thereby undeniably 
teſtiſies this Epithet, not to imply any Univerſal 
Supremacy; unleſs all theſe ſeveral Churches were 
_ inveſted in it, as well as that of Rome. And if you 
think from this Epiſtle to prove a Right in the 
Pope, to require Appeals from other Churches, 
you ought to know, here is no other Appeal ſpo- 
ken of but of the Donarifts, whom I hope you will 
not propound as a proper Example, for the Imi- 


tation of all other Churches. Eſpecially if it be 


farther conſidered, that this Appeal, tho directed 
to Rome, was nevertheleſs not to the Pope, but 
the Emperor, which I doubt upon ſecond thoughts 
you will not at all like. Inſomuch that had you 
your ſelf read over this Epiſtle, at leaſt with any 
manner of care, I cannot think you would have 
apprehended it for your Intereſt, fo much as once 
to put your Reader in mind of it. 


Reſt. + I wonder your Author does not remember, 
what was decreed in the Council of Sardica; which 
allows Biſhops to appeal to the Pope, in caſe of Grie- 
Vance. 5 Ns 
Vind. It Allows, pray mark that; it permits ſuch 
Application, but does not teach, or enjoyn it, as 
a heceſſary Duty; as it certainly would, had the 
Church of Rome then had ſuch a ſupreme Autho- 
rity and Juriſdiction, as you now pretend to. A 


— 


* _ 


(ical Church, but the Seat of St. Peter too. giver & Arne- 
+ £14, 6314 homntes Foy dis Tlhirge, Conc. Chaiced. Act. 7. p. 
364. Ty A/NOLAIKS 52 157 Sozom. I. 1. c. 2. Exercet A poſtolatus 
veſter conceſſos a Divinitate Primatus. Avit. Vienn. 


In like manner as St. Ambrofe ſays of Biſhops in general 
F#iſcopus perſonam habet Clyiſti, and again, Vicarius Domini | 


ef. In 1 Cor. g. 11. 
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ſingular Regard was always had to that See, not 
only as it was one of the Apoſtolical Sees, but as 
Rome was the Imperial City; as has been noted 
above. And no wonder therefore, if ſach who 
thought themſelves grieved, were defirous to have 
ſometimes the Opinion, of ſo famous a Prelate 
and his Suffragans, concerning their Caſe: © But 
this is no Evidence, that they were neceſſarily 

bound to refer their Cauſe to his Deciſion, whe- 

ther they deſired it, or not. It is firſt propoſed to 
the Council for their Approbation, Whether in 
their Opinion ſuch Appeals ſhould be allowed ? Which 
certainly would not have been done, if the Biſhops 
there aſſembled had known it to be a neceſſary 
Duty, and what was incumbent on them before. 
The Reference alſo was to be to Pope Julia by 
Name, without mentioning his Succeſſors, as if 
he only were to have this Honour paid him. Or 
if they too were to be concerned in their turns, 
ſtill it is not left to them to call the matter to their 
own Conſiſtory, but only to appoint ſome of the 
Neighbour-Biſhops to rehear the Cauſe, and give 
their Opinions of it when deſired ; and this a ſe- 
cond time, if demanded. Which does not argue 
the Pope, to have then had any ſuch Supremacy, 

as is now contended. for. And yet as it is, the 
Learned Mr. Du Pin declares, f of this Decree, 
that it was never received nor obſerved in the Eaſt. 
In the Welt the Biſhops of Africa oppoſed it, and it 
was long before it was obſerved in the other Countries 3 
the Weit. Which is no ſmall Prejudice to any 

Claim, that might come to be founded upon it. 
And yet this is not all. For the Learned” Biſhop 
Beveridge produces a Scholium upon the Fourth Ca» 
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non, which notes farther, that this Canon could |} juſti 
not be deſigned, to ſettle the Doctrine of Appeals (cer 
to Rome, for theſe four Reaſons. x. Becauſe ſo, ¶ mit 

this Provincial Synod would contradi ſuch as N whi 
were Oecumenical, and particularly the fifth Ca. © Coi 
non of the great Nicene Council. 2. Becauſe: it of # 
does not allow all Biſhops who are Depoſed, to nati 
make uſe of this Remedy, but ſuch only as are ¶ pete 
Depoſed by their Neighbour-Biſhops, without ta- Þ Plac 
king notice of their Metropolitan or Patriarch, MW Chi 
And again, 3. Becauſe this Synod, tho' you are had 
pleaſed, for what Reaſon you know beſt, to call W Chu 
it a General one, conſiſted only of Occidentaliſt:; ¶ ties 
and fo could not oblige the Greeks, and the other MW An 
Eaftern Churches. 4. And laſtly, Becauſe if n 
| EleTAy dda⁰, w-. xe rw duvilde Tawny xexegTurey, to 
this cuſtom had no where obtained in the Eaſt to that not 
very day. And now I leave it to you, to make the ¶ ſho! 
beſt you can of this Council. 
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EReſt. The Greeks believed the Pope to be Supreme, him 
and ſo did then al! Faithful Chriſtians iv the World, N wel 
For the Reaſons expreſſed in an Imperial Law, publiſhed Ml this 
in thoſe Primitive times, Viz. That f the Supremacy of WM mig 
the See Apoſtolick bas been eſtabliſhed, both by the Me-. the 
rit of St. Peter, who is the Prince of the Epiſc:pal So. WM Thi 
ciety, by the Dignity of the City, and by the ſacred Au: Pre 

„% Ü ö 
Nd. What Precedence the Pope may pretend you 
to, as Succeſſor to St. Peter, and as given him by cou 
Canon, has been already noted; as alſo that a par- W Ani 
ticular Reſpect was paid him, becauſe of his being the 
Biſhop of the Imperial City. And if Yalentinian fen 
and Theodoſius intended any more here, they muſt ſon 
be ſaid out of their great Reverence to the Pope, lea 
to have carried the matter farther than they could © Ch 
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juſtify. But by what follows a little aſrer, they 
ſeem only to aim at the reRifying a Diſorder com- 
mitted in the Pope's own Patriarchate, and ſo 


which fell properly under his Cognizance. and 
Correction. Hilary who called himſelf a Biſhop 
of France, had been chargeable with undue Ordi- 
nations of Biſhops, diſplacing ſome without a com- 
petent Authority, and ordaining others into their 
Places, without. conſulting the Biſhop. of the 
Church of Rome, and at laſt defending . what he 
had done, by armed Force. And the Peace of the 
Churches could. not be preſerved, if ſuch Irregulari- 
ties were ſuffered to paſs without Animadverſion. 
And this ſeems to be the Deſign of this Law. But 


if more were intended by it, and it were really 


to be of Univerſal Obligation, nevertheleſs I can- 
not be perſuaded, that a Law of theſe Emperors 
ſhould.in an Eccleſiaſtical Affair, over-rule the 
Canons of General Councils, which the Pope 
himſelf. is obliged in his Station to obſerve, as 


well as other Biſhops. Neither do we know at 


this diſtance of time, by what. unfair means it 
might have been obtained, for the gratiſying of 
the Pope, rather than the Benefit of the Church. 
The ſumm is, that ſince I have diſproved the Pope's 
Pretended Right to an Univerſal Supremacy over 
the whole Church of Chriſt, were the Paſſages 
you cite for it, ever ſo plain on your ſide, all you 

could aim at from hence, were only to ſnew the 
Ancient Writers to have differed from one ano- 
ther about it; which were but a poor way of de- 
fending it, and will never prove you had juſt rea- 
ſon to undertake the Defence of it. Wherefore 1 
leave this high, but unreaſonable Claim of your 
Church, I have had ſo long under conſideration ; 
and proceed to another as vain, I mean that of 
her pretended Infallibility. 
| V Ref. 
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Reſt. * Your Author ſays, this is no where, nor can 
be among Men. th 
Vind. And all you offer in diſproof of this, is 
only that Men may have infallible Evidence for 
ſome particular Truths and Facts; who yet may 
be notoriouſly fallible in the main ; or that it is 
in the Power of Almighty God to preſerve Men 
from Error, which is no Anſwer at all to our Ay. 
thor, unleſs you could prove that God actually 
does this; which you have not done, nor ever 
can. And fo his Aſſertion ſtands good againſt you. 

' Reft. | Not one of bis Quotations proves that the 
Jewiſh Church erred in her Doctrine. 

Vind. Whether theſe Quotations prove it, or not, 
it is paſt doubt, that they very groſly erred, || when 
they taught, as well as practiſed Idolatry, when 
their Prophets propheſied falſiy, and the People loved t 


' bave it fo ; | when they taught for divine Doctrine 


the bare Traditions k ? Men; but moſt groſly of all 
[| when they denied our bleſſed Lord to be the S 
of God, and their long expected Meſſias, and per- 
ſecuted him to the Death, for profefling himſelf 


to be ſo. I hope you will not ſay, they were ſtill 
infallible. © But now as to the places mentioned, 


Mal. 2. 8. Ye are departed out of the way, faith the 
Prophet. C 15 
Reft. This was matter of Practice, as I told you, 


and fo not ingonſiſtent with Infallibility. 


Vind. T am apt to think God will never make 


2 Succeflion. of wicked Men Infallible. And 


yet if he will not, your pretended Infallibili- 


ty has for divers Ages been but in a bad Con- 
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[| Judg. 2, 11, 12, T3, & 3, 6, Jer. 44. 75. Kc. and multi» | 


Fdes of other places, 


Tis | 4 St, Matth. 15. 9. 
| 1 Jo, 10. 33. & 195 7. | 
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dition. But as to what follows, 3e have cauſed ma- 
j to fumble at the Law. „ 

Ref. Les by their bad Example. _ 

Vind. And why not as well, by their falſe Do- 
arines? But pray mark the next words. Ye have 
corrupted the Covenant of Levi, ſaith the Lord, as 


much as to ſay they had vitiated, miſ- interpreted, 


and put ſtrange gloſſes upon it; which muſt needs 


have been by falſe and erroneous Doctrines. And 


I am ſure this is erring in Doctrine, whether you 
will allow it to be called ſo or not. | 
Reſt. The Paſſage of Iſaiah is not ſaid of the Jews 
& Church, but as a Nation, J 1. 5, C. 
Vind. Did not the Church and Nation both conſiſt 
of the ſame Perſons? 1 „ 
Vind. Then if the whole Nation erred, I am a-. 
fraid the Church at that time could not poſſibly 


be Infallible. But how do you prove the Jews. 


were not here ſpoken of as a Church? _ 
Reſt. The following words manifeſtly ſhew it. 
Vind. That is eaſier ſaid than proved. 


Reſt. Suppoſe it be ſaid of the Jews as Church; . 


it 3s in relation to her Manners, and not ber Faith. 
Vind. Verſe 3, they are complained of for their 
Ignorance, and Inconſideration ; Iſrael dgth not 
know, my People doth- not confider. And was this 
only in relation to their Manners? * Sure you will 
not ſay ſo. But to come. to the Words them 
ſelves. From the ſole of the Foot even unto the Head, 
there is no ſounaneſs in it, but wounds, and bruiſes, 
end putriſying ſores. If no ſoundneſs at all in them, 
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* Poteſt hic locus & de Deo Patre intelligi, ſed magis re- 
fertur ad fi lium, quod non cognoverit eum, neque ſuſceperit 
Populus Ifrael : cujus diem Abraham vidit, & lætatus eſt; 
& in cujus adventu onqnium prophetarum vota pendebant. 
B. Hieron, in lo. W's 
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then ſure neither in Church, nor State, nor Man. Jof 
ners, nor Doctrine. FFF N 

Ref. The Paſſage in Jeremiah has the ſame mean. tin, 
ESTES. TSS YET 21701 one 

Vind. If fo, the fame Anſwer might ſerve. But by 
I refer it to your ſelf. Pray conſider in what ſenſe 
the Prophet here calls them, more than once God; of) 
Heritage, whether they were principally ſo, as a l for 
Church or as a State; and then ſay this Places Fu. 
groſly miſapplied, if you can. #? 

Reſt. Tit moſt untrue, that the Promiſes he mention, fou! 
If. 59. 21, were made to the Jewiſh Church, or belong the 
V EET * > nh RF YN 
Vind. That this Promife was to extend to the on13 
Times of the Meſiab, the beſt Commentators al. of: 
low ; but I much queſtion whether you will find time 
any amongſt them, who will ſay it was not made 
primarily to the Fews. And your ſaying tis m# 
untrue, is no Argument with me, that it is not 
Ref. He returns again to his old Fallacy of confoun- 

ding the particular Church of Rome, with the Catho- 
lick-Church i» Communion with the Biſhip of Rome. 
VIA No Sir, I dare anſwer for him, that this 
is no Fallacy of his, but that by the Church of 
Rvme, he means all in Communion with the R- 
mim Church, and I do not queſtion” but you well 
enough know that to be his meaning. But then 
you'are not to imagine that he will, or can any 
way agree with you, that that Part of Chriſten- 
dom is the truly Catholick Church. And if T ſhould 
charge you as guilty of a Fallacy, in groundleſly 
wy "4 to be ſo, and then arguing upon ſuch 
your. falſe Suppoſition, it would be impoſſible for 
ou to clear your ſelf. It is not the Supremacy WW ____ 
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1 
of your Biſhop, nor the extent of his Dominion, 
and the Number of his Subjects, nor your arroga- 
ting to your ſelves the Name of the only Catho- 
licks, nor any ſuch outward Mark or Note, where- 
by your Title to this Claim can be made good. 


The only proper and ſure way whereby to judge 


of you aright, is that our bleſſed Saviour preſcribes 
for the Diſcovery of falſe Prophets. By their 

Fruits ye ſhall know them, Whilft your Corruptions 
boch in Faith and Worſhip are ſo many and fo 
foul, it is to no purpoſe to flatter your ſelves, with 
the Name of Catholicks. You may aſſume to your 
ſelves, as glorious Titles as you pleaſe; but it is 
only by your faithful adherence to the Directions 
of the Goſpel, as underſtood in the Primitive 
times, and all the beſt and pureſt Ages of our Re- 


ligion, that you can ever truly entitle your ſelves 


to them. And then, but not till then, you may 
have all Pretences to all the Promiſes made to the Ghurch 
in general, and to every Pure and Orthodox Church 
8 e 
Ref. He grants f the Premiſes of God can never. 
fail, if the Condition imply d be obſerved. 
Vind. Here he adds ſomething, you did not think 
it for your purpoſe to take notice of, namely, that 
e may "miſtake God's Promiſes, and not underſtand 
them arigbt. By which means a Church or a Na- 
tion, may think themſelves to have a Right to 
them, when they really have not. Which is the 
Caſe of your Church, in reſpe& to both the Su- 
premacy and Infallibility, which ſhe would fain - 
perſuade her ſelf and others, were promiſed to 
her; when upon Inquiry no ſuch Promiſe can any 
where be found. „„ 33 | 


— 
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* St. Matth. 7. 20. 
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Reſt. His Aſſertion that there is ſtill a Condition im- 
plied in God's Promiſes is falſe. 3 SP mY don 
" Vind. This is ſo apparent a Falſity in you, that Na 


I can ſcarce think it worth confuting. However, 1 
| fince you urge it with ſuch aſſurance, pray let us I ma, 
have your Proof of it. 1 


Reſt. The Promiſe of the Meſſiah, and ſeveral othey 
are Unconditional. | 5 : 

"Vind. This if true, would imply, that ſeveral. 
others are Conditional ; nor do you ſo much as 
prerend the contrary. But I know not how you 
will ever be able to prove it true. Even the Pro- 
miſe of the: Meſſiab, ſuppoſed there would be great 
need of his Mediation, inaſmuch as Mankind could 
not hope to be ſaved without him. And ſince you 
do not particularly inſtance in any other, I have 
good Reaſon to conclude, .you knew of none to 


inſtance in. 
Ref. The P aſſages 
4 1 So you ſay. But I obſerve of three that 
he has quoted, you nibble only at one of them, 
without the leaſt Exception to the other two. And 
in relation to that one all you object is, that the 
Word Church is moſt unfairly foiſted in by the Author, 
But give me leave to ſay this is moſt unfairly obje- 
Red by you. For you know very well he does 
not pretend it to be in the Text, and to let every 
one ſee he does not, he has put it in a diſtinct 
Character, he has moreover marked it after the 
manner of a Parentbeſit, that the Reader may know 
it to be his own Addition, intended only to ſhew, 
ff that that Promiſe or 'Threat'ning may in Equity 
4 belong as naturally to a Church, as the Letter of 
+ it does to a Nation. And there appears no Rea- 
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ſon, why the Promiſes made to a Church muſt be 
more unconditional, than thoſe made to a State or 
Nation. 1 
| Reſt. i 2 our Author quotes a Paſſage out of the Ro- 
mans, againſt the Church of the Gentiles, but it 
makes nothing againſt us. 1 BEL 
Vind. You own here that 2 Particular Church may 
err from the Faith, and by Parity of Reaſon, a num- 
ber of particular Churches, as many for inſtance 
as are now of your Communion may ſo err. And 
if ſo, where is the Certainty of your Infallibility? 
If inſtead of Sweden, Denmark, Greece, & c. be put 
the Church of Rowe, and thoſe others in Commu- 
nion with her, Germany, France, Spain, &c. theſe 
are lamentable Proofs, that if a People do not continue 
in the goodneſs of God, and live up to the holy Reli- 
Don they profeſs, God forſakes them, delivers them over 
19 their own Deluſions, and takes from em bis King- 
dom, and gives it to Nations bringing forth its Fruits. 
And this in my Opinion is too much againſt you 
to be delpited.  _— | | . 
Reſt. f If nothing can be Infallible, but what is im- 
peccable, as your Author ſpeaks, then no Man knows 
that Two and Two make Four, that a Part is leſs than 


- 


Vind. This is only repeating what you had ſaid 
a little before, in another dreſs. And the ſame 
Anſwer will ſerve here, as formerly, that to make 
2 Man certain of ſome particular things, does not 
neceſſarily imply an Infallibility in him in others. 
But you put no difference between Knowledge, or 
Certainty,and Infallibiliry. As if a Man could not 
be ſure of a ſenſible Object, a matter of Fact, or 
2 Mathematical Propoſition, without being infalli- 
bly affured of Tranſubſtantiation, and the other 
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new Articles of the Trent Creed. Which is ſo irra- 
tional and abſurd, that nothing can be more. 
Reſt. What Catholick ever ſaid that the Apoſtles 
were, or the Church is Infallible in every thing? What 
we'ſay is, that the Apoſtles were, and the Church is in- 
fallible in delivering to us the revealed Dottrines o 
Chriſt ; but in other things we own the Church may be, 
and has been miſtaken. F 
Vind. As to what you ſay here concerning the 
Apoſiles, I ſhall have no Diſpute with you. My 
Exceptions to this Paſſage are only theſe. . Firſt 
that you proceed here upon your conſtant Fallacy 
of applying all Promiſes made to the Univerſal 
Church, to your own particular Roman Church, 
By which I have told you before, and for fear of 
being miſapprehended, I now tell you again, I 
mean not the Roman Dioceſe, but thoſe in Com- 
munion with it, in whatſoever Nation. To theſe 
you groundleſly apply whatſoever Promiſes are 
made to the Catholick Church. And by this mean 
fall into many and groſs Errors. And then that 
you confidently perſiſt in your Claim of Infallibi. 
lity, when your Errors and Corruptions are ſuch, 
that nothing can be a more effectual Confutation 
of it. As has been abundantly made out from time 
to time, and more eſpecially in the late King 
Fames's Reign, when you had all the Liberty and 
Encouragement you could deſire, to indicate Pe 
ſelves, if you bad known how. Tho now it ſeem: 
thoſe Confutations are all vaniſhed, and you can 
ſee none of them. Beſides, our Author tells you 
farther, that the Church is repreſented in Scti- 
pture under ſuch different Characters * as are nd 
to be reconciled hut by underſtanding them of. diff 
rent States of the Church, and at different times, And 
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a little after he adds, But when we diſtinguiſh 
c not, and would apply to the moſt Corrupt State, 
« what is ſaid of the moſt Glorioum, we muſt needs 
« fall into many Errors and Miſtakes, This is the 
« difficulty under which the Church of Rome now 
ce 1abours, She firſt making her ſelf the Carholick 
cc Church : And then applying to her elf, in this 
© her corrupt State, whatever is ſaid of the Church 
ce even in her Perfect, Glorious, and Triumphant 
cc State; creates her infinite Trouble, and endleſs 
© Diſtinctions, to reconcile theſe ; which is as 
« impoſſible to be done, as to make the State of 
© the Church in Heaven and upon the Earth to be 
ee the ſame: And while the Corruptions in the 
© Church of Rome are confeſſed and lamented by 
* the moſt Learned, and moſt Pious in her own 
© Communion. In a word, I fee not how you 
will be able to anſwer that Learned and Inge- 
nious Knight Sir Edwin Sandys, who urges, * that 
we muſt take it upon your-own words to be true, that 
you and your Church cannot poſſibly err. For as 
for your conjectural Evidence out of Scripture, there 
ſeems, as he proceeds, to be as much, or more, for the 
King of Spain's not erring, as there is fur the Pope's ; 
it being ſaid by the wiſeſt, that the heart of the King is 
in the hands of God ; a divine Sentence is in his Lips, 
and his Mouth ſhall not tranſgreſs in judgment. 

Ref, Have you done with this Article? 

Vind. With our Author have, but not with the 
Article it ſelf. For 1. It is a ſtrange thing to me, 
that you ſhould value your ſelves upon a preſumed 
Infallibility, which yet you know not where to 
find, not being agreed amongſt your ſelves where 
to place it, whether in the whole Church, in the Pope 
alone, or with his Cardinals, in a Council alone, 
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or in a Pope or Council together. Againſt eack 
of which Pretences there lie ſuch invincible Obje- 
ctions as quite overthrow it. As might eaſily be 
ſhewn, but that I am deſirous not to enlarge upon 
this Subject, and the rather becauſe they are ſo 
well known as not to need it. And it is a rare 
Infallibility which you cannot infallibly tell where 
to find, when you have occaſion for it. 2. And 
it is as precarious and groundleſs as it is difficult to 


find out, there being no Foundation for it in Scri- 


pture, or Primitive Antiquity, neither of which 
that I know of ever taught the univerſal Church 
to be Infallible in all Matters of Revelation, much 
leſs thoſe only of the Roman Communion. z. 
After all your Preſumptions of this nature, you 
- ought to remember, that the Jeꝛiſh Church had 
as fair Pretences to an Infallibility, as you can 
have, and yet theſe did not preſerve them from 
procuring the Death of the Son of God, and * 
many other grievous Errors; yet it cannot be de- 
nied, but they had as full a Charter for Infallibi- 
lity, as any your Church could ever pretend to. 
See Deut. 17. 10, 11. And thou ſhalt do according to 
the ſentence, which they of that place (which the Lord 
ſhall chuſe) ſhall ſhew thee, and thou ſhalt obſerve to do 
according to all that they inform thee. According to the 
ſentence of the law which they ſhall teach thee, and ac- 
cording to the judgment which they ſhall tell thee, thou 
ſhalt do : thou ſhalt not decline from the ſentence which 
they ſhall ſhew thee, to the right hand, nor to the left. 
And of the Scribes and Phariſees ſays our Saviour, 
St. Matth. 23.2,3. They fit in Moſes ſeat : All therefore 
whatſoever they bid you obſerve, that obſerve and do, 
And ſeeing this did not preſerve them. from erring 
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* St. Matth. 15. 6. and 23. 27. and 26. 65, 66. and 27. 63. 
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rery grievouſly, it is impoſlible your Church, 


which has no ſuch Declaration or Injunction con- 


cerning it, ſhould ever be able to prove it ſelf 


more infallible than them. 4. Were this Infallibi- 


lity as eaſy to be found, as well grounded, and as 
certainly to be depended on, as you would have 


us think ſtill it would be of no uſe to the genera- 
lity of Mankind, unleſs a farther Miracle were 


wrought for its conveyance. For ſuppoſe now a 


Man comes to me for Inſtruction of his Ignorance, 


or Reſolution of his Doubts, or Conviction of his 
Errors, and T tell him he muſt ask of thoſe who 
ate beſt able to teach him, if he be able muſt read 
and ſtudy good Books, and eſpecially the Holy 
Scriptures, which were given us by Almighty God 


for the Rule of our Faith and Manners, muft pray 
to God for Direction, and muſt be very ſincere 


and impartial in all his ſearches after Truth, and 


ive him what farther Advice I think proper. No 
ay Tr ; he need not give himſelf all this trouble, 
for I have an eafier and ſhorter way for him, let 
him but come over to us, and give up his Judg- 


ment to '6ur Infallible Church, to do what ſhe 
bids him, and believe whatever ſhe teaches him, 
and his Buſineſs is done. Very well ſays the poor 


well-meaning Diſciple, glad of ſo convenient a Paſ- 
ſage to Heaven, and deſirous to be fully inſtru- 
Qed concerning it; But pray Sir, how ſhall I 


know your Church is Infallible? You cannot 


queſtion ſay you the performance of our Saviour's 


Promiſe, that the gates of hell ſhall not prevail againſt 
ir, I do not he replies, I cannot queſtion our 


bleſſed Saviour's Veracity ; but how ſhall T infalli-. 


bly know, either that this Promiſe implies an Infal- 
libility, or that it is made to your Church more 


than others? Both which Suppoſitions I find are 
not only queſtion'd, but abſolutely denied by great 
numbers of both learned and good Men. Oh! ſay 
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you again, we ſhall eaſily ſatisfy theſe Inquiries. 


1 doubt ſays he, not ſo eaſily; for I never met 
with any one yet that could. Let if this were 
done, how could I be infallibly ſure in whom 
this Infallibility were ſeated, conſidering the ma. 
ny Conteſts that are among your, ſelves about it, 
ſome making the Pope Infallible, at leaſt + in 
Conjunction with his Cardinals, ſome || the 
Church Diffuſive, ſome; only. * a Council, and 
others only + a Council confirmed by the Pope? 
And yet again, if this difficulty were got over, 
what were I the better? The Senſe. of the Church 
Diffuſtye can never be; known, having never been 
declared by. them hitherto, nor ever like to be ſo 
for the Future. If in a Council confirmed by 
the Pope, how ſhall I infallibly know that it is 
thus confirmed, who it may be cannot read the 
Acts and Canons of the Council, not underſtand- 
ing the Language in which they are written ? If 
in 2 preſent living Council, that can ſpeak for 
themſelves and tell their meaning; Where is your 
Infallibility when there is no Council ſitting, 28 
there has not been for à long time ? And yet if 
there were, how could I and all People, go to 
them for their Direction, or how were it poſſible 
for them to give it? I know no way but by Wri- 
ting, and why may I not as well underſtand the 
Scriptures, and the ancient Fathers, as any Writing 
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of theirs. ; No doubt the Holy Ghoſt, could enable 
the Evangeliſts and Apoſtles, or whomſoever he 
pleaſed, to expreſs their meaning as fully and in- 
telligibly as theſe. can poſſibly do. Or if the Pope 
is to be this Infallible Guide, as che Jeſuits and 
others would have him, whether alone, or toge- 
gether with his Cardinals, it is impoſſible the 
whole World can flock to him for his Inſtruction, 
nor can I in particular, who live ſo many Hun- 
dreds of Miles from him, and it may be have nei- 
ther Money, Health, nor Leaſure for ſo tedious, 
tireſom, and expenſive a Journey. Here Sir ſays 
the Confeſſor you are over- nice, your Expectations 
cannot be anſwered in this manner, nor need 
they. It is enough, that we who know the infal- 
lible Doctrine of the Church take care to explain 
it to you; which we are ſure to do very faith- 
fully. Is this all you make ſuch a noife about, 
ſays the Catechumen, then it is time for me to look 
to my ſelf. I ſee after all your Boaſt of an In- 
fallible Church, I am to depend alone upon the 
Voice of my Prieſt. And if he be not both Faith- 
ful and Infallible, I am in a ready way to be de- 
ceived to my own Deſtruction. 

. Ref. Such an one muſt be content to be in- 


* T * 
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ſtructed by his Prieft; 


Vind. But how ſhall he be able to ſatisfy him- 


ſelf, how ſhall he inſallibly know, chat his Prieſt 


inſtructs him right? This he can never be ſure of, 
unleſs his Prieſt were as Infallible as his Church; 
which I am ſure is more than the Prieſt himſelf 
will pretend to, or you for him. And now Sir 
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(83 ) 
what is become of your darling Infallibility ? The 
pretence of it may ſerve to delude ſuch who do 
not underſtand it, and perhaps to get them over 
to your Communion, but it will ſtand them in 
no real ſtead; when you have got them. But 1 
beg pardon for this Digreflion, and return to our 
Author, who next charges you with falſe Mira- 
cles. „„ SO RE VVV 
VII. Re. I own- ſome wicked Members, of the 
Church of Rome have forged falle Miracles, which 
have been notoriouſly deteted. © © 
Vind. It is well you will own ſo much. Tho' 
it is no more than Melchior Can had owned be- 
fore you ; adding moreover, that theſe their Feats 
have been tranſmitted to Poſterity by grave and 
ſerious Writers. 3 oe EL 
Reſt. But who detected them? n 
Vind. Your ſelves.undoubtedly had the beſt op- 
portunities of doing it if you would; but how 
well you have done it, I will not ſay. But let 


me ask you, did any of you ever go about doing 


it, till compelled to it by thoſe of the Reforma- 
tion, exclaiming againſt you for their grofs Abu- 
ſes in this kind? Let me ask again, how many 
counterfeit Miracles are ſtill pretended to be 


wrought on ſome of your ſolemn Feſtivals, and 


even by your Prieſts themſelves, in the publick 
Church, and in the Face of numerous Congrega- 
tions? As is too well known to thofe who had 
had occaſion to travel into Traly, and ſome other 
Parts, where your Religion is profeſſed. After 
which ir is very ſurprizing to hear you offering to 
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compare ſach as deny theſe, to the Fews who de- 
nied thoſe of Feſus Chriſt. I have often been hear- 
tily grieved, at this method of proceeding, amongſt 
thoſe of your Party ; and am lorry to ſee that you 
will have your Share in it, that you care not what 
Miſchief you do to Chriftianity in general, ſo you 
can but hope thereby, in any meaſure to cover 
your own Corruptions. This is not ſo ſincere 
as were to be wiſhed ; but ir is ſo common, that 
it muſt needs prejudice ſuch as have occaſion to 
obſerve it, againſt you, and ſo muſt diſſerve, in- 


| ſtead of promoting your Religion. 


VIII. Reft. Can your Author prove that the Church 
of Rome admits of any falſe Miracle? 

Vind. That ſhe has done it formerly, and for a 
long time together, your Legendary Hiſtories, and 
eſpecially the Hiſtoria Lombardica , are abundant 
Evidence. And no longer. ſince than in the 
laft Age, how were the Virgins of f Hall and Sicbem 
celebrated; and their Miracles applauded, and 
admired, as if they had been true? Lip has 
given us a particular account - of them, and writ- 
ten with an air of ſeriouſneſs, and plain dealing. 
And yet Mr. Sheldon who had been upon the ſpot, 
and made enquiry after them, aſſures us, || the in 
his often travels in thoſe Countries, he was very inqui- 
ſitive,- yet could he never meet with one Man or o- 
man, who could affirm himſelf to have been an Eye- 


witneſs of any one Miracle done either at Sichem, or 


at Hall. And yet his Book bears date, at moſt 
not above Twelve Years after Lip/ius's. And his 
Inquiries might be much ſooner. Neyerthelefs 
leſs I know not whether you will allow theſe, to 
paſs amongſt thoſe falſe Miracles, that have been de- 
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feFed ;- tho I believe you will not pretend, 
any Miracles are now wrought at either of thoſe 
places, or have been ſince  Lip/ius's time, and yet 
one would think the Images ſhould have conti- 
nued to have the ſame Virtue as before. But be- 
ſides theſe, the Story of the Lady's Chappel at Lo- 
rettu, muſt by no means be doubted of, that it was 
brought by Angels from Nazareth at ſeveral times, 
till they left it where it now is. And yet the bare 
larrative of it, as we have it in * Aiſſon, and 
Others, is enough to give any one a ſurfeit of it. 


Now you will not pretend the Forgeries relating 


to this to have been detected by the Church of Rome, 
tho they are ſo open and glaring, that others ea- 
ily, e,,chrough., the whole Contrivance. But it 
35. £00 profitable to be parted with, and therefore 
it 1s not. worth while to inſiſt any longer upon it. 
Yet 15 any; defire to be fully informed of the 


4 of 


Tranffation of this Houſe from Nazarerh, and the 
Eyidence they have for it, and the many Miracles 


{aid c 


FX: 


&.be wrought where it now ſtands, he may 
fill of them, in Biſhop Stillingfleets ſecond 


have, his bl. 
[ 18 1 ſe in Vindication\of his Proteſtant Ground of 


3. p. 434, Cc. together with divers o- 


- 


ah Dh and by others of their Saints, St. Fran- 


Of 


others, Beſides whom it were eaſy to refer to di- 


ve ; Other Authors, who: treat plentifully of this 
Fubject, but chat Lethink it needleſs. 
„ Reſt, VIII. + Your Author laug hs on ſtill, and asks, 


« ith 


is it the Head or the Body of the ſame Saint, that 


ot t. Dominick, | the Britiſh and Iriſh Saints, and 


. 


is hen in different Churches? And J anſwer feri- 
1 we _ 4 . 0 Ys. = = * 7 
6, no. T Cities in France, Amiens and St. 
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Jean D' Angeli, both: pretend they have St. John Bap- 
tiſt's Head, but the Truth is they have Heads of Saints 
call d John; ſo they. are not miſtaken in the thing; but 


they give tbem the ſame Name. 


Vind. Is this the beſt defence you can make for 
them? Here are two Heads, both ſaid to belong 
to the fame Saint, though both we are ſure he 
could not have. And his Worſhippers may be de- 
ceived, and moſt probably are in both Places; but 
in one of them we are ſure they are? Only you 
think to bring them off, by pleading they are 
both the Heads of Saints calfd Jobn. Admit this, 
they are not both his Head whoſe Name they bear; 
and ſo the Worſhippers, of one of them, muſt neceſ- 
ſarily be guilty of Idolatry, in worſhipping that 
for St. John Baptiſis Head, which is not. But you 
ſay, theſe are both Heads of Saints call'd John. But 
how know you this ? You. bave no more proof of 
their being the Heads of two obus, than of one 
and the ſame, Fobn. Again, ſuppoſing they were 
the Heads of two Foba s: how ſhould I know theſe 
were both Saints, and ſo in your Opinion to be 
Worſhipped. Hexe may be a miſchievous Miſtake, 
for ought appears to the contrary, like that of the 
ſuppoſed 1 Saints in the Catacumbs, who in rea- 
lity were no Saints at all, ſome of them probably 
ng A iſtians, cov n rd od an df 0 
Keſt. I ſaid before, this is no matter of Faith, and 
every one has free Liberty to think of it what be pleaſes. 
Vind. But it is matter of Worſhip,; and I would. 
be glad to hear how you will be able to bring off 
thoſe, who pay their Devotions to both theſe 
Heads, when they know not. which is the true 
Head of him they do defign to Worſhip, but ra- 
ther have reaſon to ſuſpe that neither is. 
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+ P. Mabilion ſus le culte des Saints inconnus, 
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Rep. We know there 1 may be Abuſes among us. | 
Vind. And we know * there are, and-that SN 


* 


Church is pleaſed upon ſome occaſions to condemn 
them; yet ſhe does not f uſe_ all means poſſible to re- 


form them," but too frequently, perfe ly connives 
at, and perhaps encourages them. 49151 

R eft, Ai to the Book your Author refers fo, nds 
the Devotions of the Church of Rome, it's an infa- 


mus Collection of ſcandalous ' Lies, and monſtrous 


Miſrepreſentations, compiled by the Ignorance and Malice 
ef ſome. Man void of Honour and Conſcience. 

Vind. Here you are in a fit of Rage, which vents 
it ſelf ſo indecently, and with ſuch exceſs of Fury 
and ill Language, as was not to have been expe- 
ed, either from a Scholar or a Gentleman. The 
Author of the Devotions of the Church, of Rome was 
known to be a Man of very good Learning, and 
well verſed in the Writings of your Party, and the 


Devotions of bees Church, perhaps! much better 


than your ſelf; but you think you may make free 
with Him, becauſe he is Dead, and fo not in a 


condition to vindicate himſelf. But his great fault 


was this, that he has charged your Church highly,” 


and made out his Charge, which becauſe you can- 


not confute, you therefore fall out with him, and 


tteat His Memory in this vile abuſive Manner: 


0 ſhews he has touched you to the Quick, 
ſo as to 5 you out of all Patience. But it can- 
not be helped, the Evidence is clear, and you can- 
not hope 10 99 rid of it, and therefore endeavour 
to prejudice your Readers againſt it, by giving the 
Author hard Names. But enough of this ; and 
too much for you to anſwer. t PS FR 
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(93) 
5 Reſt: * What your Aut bor ſays, that our common 
People put the Legends upon the Level with the 
Holy Scriptures, as having the ſame Foundation, 
x another notorious Calumny. pe 


Vind. What Reaſon have you for this Accuſa- 


tion? 1 


„ Reſt. Our Church propoſes to her common Peo- 


ple the Scriptures as divinely revealed, and incapable 


of Error, ſhe propoſes the Legends, as human Hiſtory, 


capable of Corruptions and Miſtakes. e 
Vind. You charge our Author with ſaying your 


common People put the Legends upon the Level-ith 


the Holy Scriptures. And fee what an Anſwer you 
return to this? You challenge him to ſhew any of 
them that do ſo; and. if he ſhould name any, I 
much queſtion whether that would filence you, 
though he knew them ever ſo well. You appeal 
to your Friend as to his Knowledge of them ; but 


do not ſtay for his Anſwer ; and ſo we are never 
the better for this Inquiry. But now, ſuppoſe your 


Church does teach à diſtinction betwixt the 


Credit due to Legends and the Holy Scriptures, 


yet ſince they are Recorded by Men of Note and 
Character amongſt you, as + Melchior Canus owns ; 
are plentifully to be met with in your Eccleſiaſtical 
Hiſtorians; and are inſerted into ſeveral of your 
Divine Offices, your Breviaries, Hours, roger Offices 


of Saints, and ſome of your old Miſſals too, as 
. might eaſily be ſhewn; too great occaſion is here- 


by given to the ordinary People to have an over- 
high Opinion of them. And whatſoever diſtinction 
your Church makes betwixt theſe and Scripture, 
this is no better Argument of the common Peo- 
ple's underſtanding it, than your Catechiſm's 
teaching that Pictures and Images are not to be 
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(94) 5 
Prayed to, is of the common People's not Praying 
to them; which I am very well aſſured they do, 
73 ſuch who have been Ear and Eye-witneſſes 
=: 1 Fs 

Reſt. As to what your Author adds; we give no 
handle to Atheiſts or Deiſts, to render Scripture fa- 
bulous ; but he and his Conferers are guilty of this 


Vind. And to ſupport this your Charge againſt 
him, youtake refuge amongſt the Free-thinkers, and 


condemn, the learned Author of Phileleutberus Lipſi- 
enſis, whoſe Book, I dare undertake to affirm, yon 
can no more anſwer than you can Dr. Barrow of 
the Supremacy, Or the Devotions of the Church of Rome, 
at which you are ſo outragiouſly Angry. ah 
X. Reft. T He charges us with arguing in a Cir- 
cle, in proving the Scriptures by the Church, 
and the Church by the Scriptures. ! 
Vind. Whether this Charge does lie properly 


againſt your Church, I ſhall not ſtand at preſent 


to enquire. But as you have managed the Matter, 
pray give me leave to ask, how do you get out of 
this Circle? . e 
Reſt. I ſay, a Circle is when one thing is proved by 
another, and ſo back again, to a Man who admits neither. 
Vind. Now to apply this to a Heathen, or if you 
pleaſe to one of your Friends the Free-thinkers ; 
theſe it is plain admit neither, and how will your 
way of arguing with them ever help you out of 
this Circle ? md CET OT I. | 
© Reft. Pray tell us, what proof bad we of the Church, 
before there were any Scripture Eætant?: 
Vind. The Senſe 
know and converſed with our Bleſſed Saviour, and 
his Apoftles, and other Diſciples, who heard their 
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Doctrine, 


and Experience of thoſe, who 


5 —W 
Doctrine, and ſaw the numerous Miracles where- 
by 36, was contiemed.. T art 

© Reſt. Cannot the ſame Proof be employ d now as well 
as then, to ſhew the true Church of Jeſus Chriſt 2 _ 
Vind. Ts this the beſt way to rid your ſelf of your 
Circle? If ſo, I doubt. you are in a way to tarry 
long enough in it; and particularly upon two 
Accounts. Becauſe you cannot raiſe thoſe to Life 
who could prove that Primitive Original Church: 
And becauſe if they were now living, they would 
find your Church to be ſo ſadly degenerated from 
the Simplicity and Purity of the Goſpel, that 
they would all unanimouſly teſtify againſt you, as 
not the true Church of Feſus Chriſt. | Ew 
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' Reſt. We never denied that 
Reaſon. OE Rn oO 88 
Vind. How do you reconcile this to your teach- 
ing and recommending an * Implicite Faitb. . Theſe 


* 
4 
2 
Ly 


all bottoms upon our own 


* 


two cannot conſiſt together. But you take a ſin- 


gular liberty to contradict the Writers of your own 
Church, when you conceive it for your Intereſt. . 
Reſt. + We think it inconſiſtent with the goodneſs of 
God, not to give us an infallible Guide to lead us in the 
right Way. „„ 
Vind. You will be chuſing for your ſelves, and 
telling Almighty God what were proper for him 
to have done, as your Champion'Bellarmin did be- 
fore you. Who it my Memory does not groſly 
fail me, argues ſomewhere after the ſame manner 
that you do, in behalf of the Roman Infallibility ; 


F337 
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* Si ruſticus circa articulos credat ſuo Epiſcopo propo- 
N dogma hæreticum, meretur in credendo. Toler 
Inſtruct Sacerd. I. 4. c. 3. Non quomodo probet, ſed quid di- 
cat Eceleſia advertendum nobis eſt. Stapleton. Prince. Doct. 
Fid. I. 8. c. 9. Deus ſuis miniſtris, non ſecus ac ſibi eredi 
fidemq; adhiberi voluit. Id. c. 10. N 
7 C. R. p. 68. 


£ + 


namely, 


nl 
namely, that if God had not beſtowed that Gife 
i upon the Pope, he had not acted with common 
ö Diſcretion. Aliter Deus non fuiſſet diſcretus. But if 
Von bethink your ſelf, you will find this Argu- 
ment prove every whit as well, that every parti- 
cular Member of the Church ought to have been 
made Infallible, whereby to avoid all thoſe Diffe- 
rences and Conteſts, you cannot deny to have 
often happened, even in your own pretended In- 
fallible Church. If you pleaſe therefore, you 
may with at leaſt as much Reaſon think it inconſi. 
ent with the goodneſs of God, not to make every 
Chriſtian Man or Woman Infallible. But the 
Truth is, God of his infinite Wiſdom and Goodneſs 
having given us an infallible Rule, the Holy Scri- 
ptures, which if duly attended to, f are able to 
wake a Man wiſe. unto Salvation, through Faith which 
5s #n Chriſt Feſus, let us but faithfully adhere to this 
Rule as the Primitive Chriſtians did, and after 
- their Example ſquare our Converſations. accor- 
dingly, and we ſhall not ſtand in need of an in- 
fallible Guide. And unleſs we do ſo, all the In- 
fallibility in the World will not ſuffice to conduct 
us to Heaven. For which reaſon I can by no 
means underſtand, how it is, inconſiſtent with tbe 
Goodneſs of God to leave us to the direction of this 
Rule, 2ithout ſuch an infallible Guide, who was ne- 
ver Promiſed, either in the Old or New Teſta- 
ment; and who, if there were ſuch an one, wonld 
be no more able to prevent, or ſilence all Hereſy, 
or to cure all 'Diviſions, than our Rule would do * 8. 
without him, Even the infallible Apoſtles them- I a4 in 
— re.. mediat: 
Reſt. We take purely upon Revelatiom many things af wh 
taught. us, of the Nature, Power, Infinity, &c. of God. I ventur, 


veo# ww we 
CR 


Et 3 — 3 


| paſt ore, 
2 — n ei th ; \ + * Lt F 1 * 1 * n 
2 — TR 1 7 N ven 407 
1 4 3 «# : ; "Y 8 2 C . 2 , KI Sir 
Z: 3. I55 Si 28% Ie: 3% N | 
| 7 - F — 
„ 1 


2 


L ; x 


Et, LOS Ga Ve a os, 


t T7 Ma wv T'T UuaTyiF Iu TT: oj T 4 Sy JJ bu 5 — 


EE  . 9 


Vd. You believe theſe Divine Attributes, you 


ſay, purely upon Revelation. But J hope it is becauſe 
you find Reaſon to believe ſuch Revelation; 
otherwiſe though the Revelation be moſt cue, 
your belief of it is moſt unreaſonable. So that 
after all you muſt confeſs, that * ſuch Belief & bot- 
tomed upon your Reaſon, unleſs you will acknowledge 
your ſelf and your Party to beheve without Reaſon, 
Which will not be for the credit of your Faich. 
' Reſt. Theſe Matters of pure Revelation, are no Ob- 
ſects of Reaſon. 4 
Vind. I grant our ſhallow finite Reaſon can by 
no means comprehend what is infinite; but yet 
it is certain Reaſon, as imperfect and defective as 
it is, if hearkened to, will direct us, as it did Plato 
and Socrates and others amongſt the Wiſeſt of che 
Philoſophers, to ſome conception of the Divine 
Attributes, as not being matters of pure Revelation, 
as you would have them to be ; tho' much bercer 
known by it. And as to thoſe other Doctrines of 


the Bleſſed Trinity in Unity, the Incarnation of 


the Son of God, the Reſurrection of the Body, 
Cc. which are matters of ore Revelation, tho' they 
are not properly Objects of our Reaſon, yet the Re- 
velation that teaches them is. For I can never 
come to know that ſuch Revelation is from God; 
and ſo to be believed, but upon the account of 
the Evidences it brings with it of it's Divine Ori- 


ginal. And I can never come to underſtand theſe 
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* See what your own Stapleton ſays to this purpoſe. Sine 
ulla inquiſitione & labore, veritatem omnem tog naſcere, ad im- 
mediatam illam revelationem ſpectat, ſolis Prophetis & Apoſtolis 
propriam. —— Non autem ad eorum ſucceſſores, & Eccleſia Mi- 
155 gui eos ſecuti ſunt. Alioqui fruſtra & ſynodi convoca- 
rentur, & rerum ſacrarum ſtudia atque exercitia ſuſciperentur, 
paſtores quoque in Ecrleſid non vigilantes, ſed in ubamque au- 
rem dormientes ſtatuerentur, multaq; alia abſurda conſequerentur. 
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but by the help of my Reaſon ; nor exerciſe my 


"Reaſon to nobler purpoſes than in Diſquiſitions of 


this Nature. | | 


Reſt. No People in the World uſe it more in prope 


Caſes than e do. | | 
Vind. Then pray Sir do not appropriate it to 

your ſelves, but allow us to uſe it too without 

blame. Fey 


Reſt. Only we captivate it when it pretends 40 med- | 


dle with things beyond its reach. ok AN 
Vind. That is to ſay, you allow, the uſe of it, 
in prefling Perſons to come over to your Com- 
munion, but not at all when entered into it. And 
for this weighty Cauſe, that if it ſhould prove 
over-curious, and enquire into the nature of your 
Faith and Worſhip, it will ſoon diſcover you are 
not only Fallible, but have groſly and ſhamefully 
erred. Which is a Point that is not to be medadled 
with, and Reaſon is not to be heard when ſhe 
touches upon it. The ſhort of the matter is this, 
We are deſirous to hearken to, and be guided by 
Reaſon and Revelation, which if hearken'd to, 
totally overthrow your Church's Pretenſion. You 
on the other hand, are for diſcarding both theſe 
in behalf of your pretended Infallible Guide, or 
at leaſt for making them truckle to him. And 
which of us act moſt rationally in this Caſe, I 
could almoſt leave to your ſelf, in your more ſe- 
rious Retirements to determine. ; 
_ Reſt. Your Author teaches, * that God has given 
us no other Guide, but our own Reaſon, with the A., 
ſiftance of bi Grace, to believe in himſelf. 
Vind. That is to ſay, to believe his Being. This 
is all our Author could be ſuppoſed to mean by 


— n 1 


— — er 
5 — 4 


| ; * Ga K. Do 7 Og” >> . * 23 


„ 
this Expreſſion, and I dare ſay you do not de- 
6. You ſee I have not denied it to be true. 
Vind. What Exception then have you to it? 
Reft. Then we need no other Guide but our Reaſon, 
for thoſe other Articles of our Creed, the Trinity, In- 
carnation, Reſurrection, &c. . 
Vind. Have you proved this Conſequence ? 
an No; But I hope you will grant it without 
roof. = ant WT 
l Vind. Indeed but T ſhall not. And if I may be 
allowed to make uſe of my Reaſon, I will tell 
you why I cannot grant it, namely, becauſe it is 
a falſe Conſequence, that no way follows from 
his Poſition, and ſo neither hurts our Cauſe, nor 
helps yours. And now Sir, what is become of 
the Contradictions you ſo infultingly charge upon 
our Author? bs ada adn ? 
Re. I ast bim, whether he believes with leſi aſs 
ſurance the Incarnation, Trinity, &c. upon the Au- 
thority of Scripture, than be believes a God upon his 
Reaſon? 3 hes. Thr 5 
Vind. And what if he believes them equally ? 
He believes the Being of a God, becauſe his Rea- 
ſon tells him there muſt be, and is one, and that 
it is very fooliſh, as well as wicked to queſtion it, 
And what other Evidence have you for this great 
Fundamental Truth ? He believes the Scriptures 
to be the Word of God, and the Doctrines con- 
tain'd in them to be infallibly true, and in parti- 
cular thoſe relating to the Incarnation, Trinity, Ec. 
becauſe his Reaſon tells him, he has infallible Evi- 
dence for the Truth of the Revelation, and the 
true ſenſe of it, wherein theſe Doctrines are con- 
tained. And by conſequence he believes both the 
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Exiſtence of God, and the truth of the Doctrines 


revealed by him with the ſame aſſurance. And 
what Linceus can ſee any harm in this, or any 
damage to Chriſtianity 2 You may cry out againſt 
this Proceeding, but I am very ſure you will ne- 
ver prove it to be erroneous. And after all your 
vain Boaſts of Dr. Tillotſon and Dr. Stillingfleet be- 
ing routed, by your beloved your * Incomparable Au- 
thor of Sure-footing, I muſt beg leave to tell you, 
the Rational Account, as well as the Rule of Faith, 
wants yet an Anſwer ſtill, after all that has hi- 
therto been ſaid againſt them. But becauſe I 


would not impoſe too great a Task upon you, I 
would only beg of you to try if you can confute 


only two Chapters in that Account: They are 
the fifth Chapter and the ſeventh of the firſt Part. 
And if you write no more till you have done this, 


to the ſatisfaction of Impartial Readers, I am fa- 


tisfied we ſhall not hear of you again in haſt. In 
the mean time I am amazed, that you ſhould own 
your ſelf, not more aſſured of the Being of a God, than 
of your abſurd Doctrine of Tranſubſtantiation. And 
let me tell you, Chriſtianity and even natural Re- 
ligion is very little beholden to you, for ſuch an 
impious Profeſſion as this is. And if this be the 
beſt way you have of bringing your ſelves out of your 
Circle, you had as good continue in it. OY. 
Ref. Well, let us proceed.  —- 
Vind. Your long f Flouriſh about the Salvation 
of the Heathens I let paſs, as not at all to che 
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* For Roughneſs of Stile, Obſcurity of Expreſſion, vain 


Confidence and weakneſs of Argument, there are very few 

Writers, if ſo much as one, that _ compare with this 

Author. And this is the only ſenſe I know of, wherein he 

can be juſtly ftiled Incomparable: He is incomparably un- 
pleaſing, unintelligible, and inconcluſive, | 

7 Pag. 72, &c. 

J Caſe 


r 
Caſe of the Church of England, in which it is my 
Buſineſs to ſhew Salvation is much rather to be 
expected, than in yours of Rome. And the Caſe 
of the Heathens will not determine this Queſtion, 
on eicher fide. EN 
Ref. This I muſt own. But let me ask, * Does 
your Author think the holding of the Three Creeds, 
ſufficient ? If be does, then be thinks Presbyterians, &c. 
in a good State, tho they be noted Schiſmaticks, and 
have no Ordinations nor Sacraments. 

Vind. Does he ſay any ſuch thing ? | 

Reſt. He talks of f Rage ſeen among the Zealets of 

our Church, when they hear of the Goſpel being extended 


out of the pale of their Communion ; tho with Chri- 


ſtians, who bold the three antient Creeds, and have 
every thing eſſential to a Church, except what Rome 
bas made ſo, viz, The Univerſal and Unlimited Sove- 
reignty of her Biſhop. _ 

Vans. Does this look like declaring it ſufficient 


barely to hold the three Creeds ? 


Ref. I cannot ſay that. 
Vind. Where then is the Sincerity of miſrepre- 


ſenting his Words, as if he had? Here he ſuppo- 


ſes the Churches ſpoken of, to have each of them 
every thing eſſential to a Church. And what then 
becomes of your flirt at him, as if he were plead- 
ing for ſuch as he owns not to have theſe Eſſentials? 
Certainly whatever Society of Chriſtians has every 
thing Eſſential to a Church, you cannot deny 
them with any ſhew of Reaſon to be a Church, 
whether others be ſo or not. 

Reſt. That the Church of Rome has made the Un- 
limited Sovereignty of her Biſhop eſſential to a Church, 
zs moſt untrue. | 

Vind. J am glad to hear this; becauſe hence it 
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follows, that thoſe that have all other Eſſentials, 
muſt be true Churches, tho' they do not own ſuch 
an unlimiced Sovereignty in_ the Pope, and. by 


conſequence tho they do not own themſelves his 


Subjects. And then it is to be hoped, we ma 
come in time to ſome Accommodation. For whic 


7 
. 


reaſon I muſt beg of you not to revoke this Ac; 


knowledgment. 


=o 


Ref. As for the Cappadocian Biſhop Firmilian, 7 


bope your Author will not deny he maintained a wrong 
Cauſe, againſt St. Stephen; yet in all his furious Vio- 
lence, be never. queſtioned Pope Stephen's Autbority. 
- \'Vind. I am no way concerned to engage in 
Firmilian's. Diſpute about Rebaptization. But I 
cannot think it a plain owning the Pope's Autho- 
Tity, that he expreſly charges him with * Inbuma- 
ity, and unworthy Behaviour, with Boldneſs and 
Inſolence and Wickedneſs, with Breaking the Peace, and 
defaming the bleſſed Apoſtles St. Peter and St. Paul, 
with manifeſt Folly, with want of Zeal, and Shame, 
with Unskilfulneſs, with cauſing Strife and Conten- 
tion in all Churches, and with great Sinfulneſs. Theſe 
are the Complements Firmilian beſtows upon Pope 
Stephen ; and if theſe be the beſt and moſt ſatisfa- 
ctory ſigns he has given of his not queſtioning Ste- 


phen's Authority, we ſhall not envy you as many 


more of the ſame famp, as you can deſire.  . _ 
XI. Ref. Þ I muſt own your Author bas an excellent 


— 9 _ 9 "= — 
7 _ MY 


E 


* Per illius inhumanitatem — Non Stephanus beneficio 
& gratia digna commiſit. Ne dum audacia & inſolent ia ejus 
meminimus, de rebus ab eo improbe geſtis — Rumpens ad- 
verſum vos pacem — Infamans Petrum & Paulum beatos 
11 Manifeſtam Stephani Stultitiam — Nullo ad- 


verſus hæreticos zelo — Non pudet Stephanum hoc afſerere — 


Qua imperitia — Lites & diſſentiones quantas pafaſti per 

Eccleſias totius mundi? — Peccatum vero quam magnum ti- 
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method of dealing with all ſorts of Adverſaries ! When' 
he has to do with Deiſts, then the Jews underſtood 


thoſe Propbeſies of the Mefliah ; now be has 10 do 

with Papiſts, the Jews did not underſtand thoſe Pro- 

pheſies of the Meſſiah. 15 
Vind. What a mighty Buſineſs is here for you to 


be ſo witty upon? If the Fews ſome Ages before 


our Saviour, whilſt they had the Prophets amongſt 
them, underſtood the Texts referred to, of the 


Meſſiab; how does it follow, that the common 


People, and even their Prieſts and Rabbies could 
not poſſibly underſtand them otherwiſe in the 
Time of our Saviour's Incarnation ? ſome Hun- 


dreds of .Years after Malachi, who was called 


* PIN SON the Seal, that is, the cloſing 


up or finiſhing of the Prophets, becauſe the laſt of 


them. There is no Inconſiſtency at all in this, 


but both Aſſertions may very well be true, with 
reſpec to the different Times whereto what he 
ſays relates. And we are ſo little afraid of the 


Dete&or's knowing what is here ſaid, that if you 
pleaſe, you have free Liberty to acquaint him 
with it, and lay your Heads together to make 
the beſt uſe of it, for the Benefit of your Cauſe 


and Party, that you can. bs: 
- Reſt. Your Author makes bis ſilly Lord ſpeak fooliſhly, 


and then confutes bim with a Magiſterial Air. 


Vind. Here you enter upon a long Excurſion 
concerning the Fes, and make ſome Reflection, 


not over- pertinent, upon our Author's Chriſtianity 
demonſtrated. Which not concerning our preſent 
Controverſy with the Church of Rome, I leave 


it to the Author himſelf, who is ſufficiently able 


to take you to task for it, cou'd he think it 


H. Kimchi in Reſp. c. Judzos, apud Lipman in Nitzach- 
p: 200. | | 
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( 104 ) 
worth his while. I am ſure I do not think it 
worth mine. | | 2 


XII. Reft. Tour Author ſpeaking of private Judg- 


ments, ſays, It is all we have for the Belief of 4 
God, or of Chriſt. | | 5 
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5 (105) 5 
üble Church, which is not to be hoped for in 
this World, where all Men are fallible; and un- 
leſs F can moreover be infallibly aſſured that 1 
am ſo, which I can neyer be, without the Exer- 
ciſe of my own private Judgment, or Reaſon. 
But I have already ſaid fo much of this pretended 
Infallibility, that I need add nothing more con- 
cerning it here. | 
| Ref. The ſhort of what your Author ſays is this, 
* we muſt truſt to our private Fudgment in every 
thing. | „„ N 

| 2 And what Argument do you bring againſt 


this? e does not ſay you are to truſt purely to 


this private Judgment, without uſing the beſt 
means of Information, ſuch as Reading the 
Holy Scriptures, which your Reaſon teaches you 
are the Word of God, and therefore the Rule of 


our Faith ; an Enquiry into the Dodtrines and 


Practices of the purer Times of Chriſtianity, which 
may help your Judgment in many caſes, to under- 
ſtand the true Senſe of Scripture, and of which 

our Reaſon teaches you alſo to judge by the 
Help of Scripture ; the Judgment of your Eccle- 
ſiaſtical Superiors, to whom your Reaſon will di- 


rect you to pay a great Deference, tho not in- 


tirely to reſign up your ſelf to it, &. but only 
that as you make uſe bf your Reaſon in all other 
Concerns of any Importance, ſo are you to do 
it more eſpecially in what is of the greateſt Con- 
cernment to you poſſible, the Eternal Salvation 
of your Soul. It is hard to conceive, that a Man 
ſhould be obliged to act rationally in all other 
leſſer Matters, as you cannot and will not deny, 
but muſt lay aſide his Reaſon and be hurried on 
blindfold, where his infinitely greateſt Intereſt is 
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e at 


Cn 
at ſtake: And if you think you can prove the 
contrary, be pleaſed to do it. e 


KReſt. How does this agree with what be ſays > the 


very next Anſwer, that there are many things which 
he takes purely upon Revelation, for his Reaſon 
could never have found them out, nor can per- 
fectly underſtand them. | 


Vind. This is only an Anſwer ad: bominem, and 


ſo his former Poſition might be nevertheleſs true, 
for its Diſagreement with this. But if you pleaſe 
a little ro conſider, you will ſoon ſee they do not 
4 all diſagree. Firſt, he ſays, we muſt truſt to our 
2eaſon in every thing, and then, there are many things 
he takes purely upon Revelation, for his Reaſon could 
never have found them out, nor can perfectly underſtand 
them. This looks as if you were afraid of making 
93 of your Reaſon; otherwiſe Ju .could hard- 
ly ſuffer your ſelf to argue ſo. weakly. For 
when he tells you, he takes many things purely upon 
Revelation, you cannot imagine he means, that he 
does not uſe his Reaſon in inquiring, both into 
the Certainty and the true Meaning of that Re- 
velation. When he is once aſſured of both theſe, 
he may very ſafely rely upon the Revelation for 
the Truth of what it atteſts, tho above the Com- 
prehenſion of his Reaſon. But he muft act very 
unreaſonably, if he have not firſt ſatisfied himſelf 
in both theſe reſpects, which he cannot do, but 
by che Help of his Reaſon or private Judgment. 
And by conſequence he might reaſonably enough 


fay, that he truſts to his Reaſon even in theſe. 
Mat 


ters of pure Revelation; which tho his Rea- 
ſon could never find out of it ſelf, yet could he 
never have known, whether they ought to be 
believ d when diſcovered but by the Help of his 
| Reaſon, teaching him that theſe Articles are thus 
revealed, and again, that whatſoever is thus re- 
. vealed requires his undoubted Aſſent, even . 
| aboſe 


E | 
above the Reach or Comprehenſion of his Reaſon, 
which unaſſiſted by Divine Revelation could ne- 
ver have brought him to the Knowledge of them. 
Reſt. Your Author * acquaints us, that the Ef 
fects of private Fudgment are "theſe, multiplicity of 
Sets and Opinions, perpetual Wranglings, inveterate 
ds rag Animoſities, Strifes, &c. TY 


ind. We are now got off from the Diſcourſe 


we were upon, the Caſe Stated, which you under- 
took to anſwer. However, that you may not 
think your ſelf neglected, I am content to follow 
you, and hear what IM have to ſay farther of 
private Fudgment. And I muft acknowledge it is 


a ſorrowful Conſideration, .that_ theſe are the too 


common Effects of the Abuſe of Reaſon, not of 
Reaſon it ſelf when duly attended to. But you 
cannot fay, but he tells you of other worſe Ef- 
fects of an implicit Faith, which you did not think 
fit to relate, becauſe you could not anſwer them. 


The Pueſtion, he tells you, | will now remain, be- 


ther greater Miſchiefs and Inconveniences, have 
befallen Mankind in the one way, or in the other, in 
following their private Judgment, or in ſubmitting 
implicitly ts Authority, And he gives you this 


notable Inſtance of the Difference between them, 


that private Fudgment can never be ſo fatally miſtaken, 
as in ſubmitting to Authority, if it ſhould judge 


' wrong ; becauſe in all other Errors it may be ſet right 


again, by ſtronger Reaſons being offered on the other 


fide 5; but if a Man once reſign bis Reaſon, and give 


it up abſolutely to Authority, there are no means left to 
retrieve him ; if he has judged amiſs in the Choice 


of ſuch a Guide, whom he thinks to be infallible, be 
muſt then follow his Guide, tho in all the wild Delu- 


ſions that are. Poſſible, for he muſt examine no more 5 
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„ pla 


N bis Principle 11 10 go on blindfold ; be hath plucked ties 
1 out his Eyes, that he may fee the better. But this tha 
not being proper to be told, it was therefore mu 


thought convenient to ſuppreſs it. | 
Ref. [ IT know it would be unreaſonable ts think Re 


< there was nothing in the Nature of the infinite Being, car 
which I did not comprehend. But I cant ſee how this Ge 

I proves that ſome things, which 1 8 to be manifeſtly. age 
1 againſt Reaſon, are in the infinite Being; for Example, ſtic 
that Three are One and One Three. © ng to 

. Vind. J confeſs I cannot ſee, no more I am pre 

ſure can you, or any one elſe, how there being ſome equi 

things in the Nature of the infinite Being, which we the 

cannot comprehend, ſhould prove that there are ſome things ral 

in ths infinite Being, that are manifeſtly againſs Rea- All 

| fon. Nor do I know what you mean by talking mo 

at this rate. For I am fully convinced, there is bli: 

nothing manifeſtly againſt Reaſon in the infinite Being, Y lou 

and that our Author does not ſay there is. And Juc 

if there be nothing apparently againſt Reaſon in the inf 

Deity, that ſome things in it are to us incompre- ter 

henfible, will never prove there is. This you rea 

muſt inevitably own. _ a hei 


Ref. I give you an Inſtance of it in the Tri- ty, 


nity, namely, that Three are One, and One Three, rea 
Vid. This I grant is above our Reaſon, as eve- Sh: 
ry thing relating to a Spirit is. We know nothing cat 
| of an immaterial Being, but by its Effects and is 
=: Operations, and what wonder then if we know ſpi 
4 not how Three of them may be in one? and ths 
yet it may be nevertheleſs true that they are ſo. mi 
| We cannot underſtand how our Souls move our W. 
Bodies, nor how they will, or judge, or remem- ſon 
ö ber, or rejoice, or grieve, &c. and yet it is not till 
g the leſs certain that they do ſo: Which ſhews 
J Tags | CEE ELIE Away Ts WO EA US > ES, 5 PE ot PR 65 5 > 
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ted 


ſon, you muſt allow to be apparent 


(109 
plainly that they have a Nature and Facul- 
ties that are above our Comprehenſion, but not 
that they are againſt Reaſon. And the Caſe is 
much the ſame as to the Incomprehenſibility of the 


Divine Nature, which is owned to be above our 


Reaſon, but not being the proper Object of it, 
cannot be ſaid to be againſt it, any more than 
Geometrical Demonſtration can be ſaid to be 
againſt the Reaſon of an ignorant, illicerate Ru- 
ſtick, who has no Notion of any thing relating 
to the Mathematicks. Such an one cannot com- 
prehend the Three Angles of a Triangle to be 
equal to Two right ones, that Parallelograms having 


the ſame Baſe, and being between the ſame Pa- 


rallels are equal, or any other the like Problem. 
All this is pure Jargon to him, and he knows no 
more of it, than a deaf Man does of Muſick, or a 
blind Man of the Nature and Difference of Co- 
lours. Of which theſe are no more competent 
Judges, than a finite Underſtanding is of what is 
infinite, or one that converſes always with Mat- 
ter and Body, of what is immaterial and incorpo- 
real. Whence it appears that our not compre- 
hending the great Myſtery of the Trinity in Uni- 
ty, by no means argues any Inconſiſtency or Un- 
reaſonableneſs in it, but merely the Weakneſs and 
Shallowneſs of our own Capacities. Three in One 
cannot be in material Beings ; but that the Caſe 
is the ſame in relation to what is immaterial and 
ſpiritual, can never be made out. And to ſay 
that this Doctrine, tho' plainly revealed by Al- 
mighty God, is yet unreaſonable, or in your own 
Words, * that it appears to be manifeſtly 72575 Rea- 

| laſphemy, 
till you can find out ſome gentler Term for it. 


* & R, Pag · 90. 
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And here if I ſhould turn your own Artillery upon 


you with a little Variation, and tell you, 2 Deiſt 


may laugh in his Sleeve, to hear ſuch Reaſons gi den 
- (againft, rather than) for our Myſteries ; and that 
this is not defending, but expoſing Chriſtianity, and 


every true Chriſtian ſhould look with Horror upon theſe 
Blaſphemies againſt the Holy Trinity, I cannot ima- 


ine what you would be able to ſay for your 
ſelf. „ e 
Reſt, & Hit berto I believed your Author was an Ene- 
my to the Socinians, and that he had an Orthodox 
Notion of the Holy Trinity; I find now ] have been mi- 


ftaken, and according as he expreſſes his Belief of it, 


there is no Sandius, Brenius, Clendon, &c. in the 

World, but will readily ſubſcribe to it. 

. _ Vind.You have a very aking Tooth at this Author, 
as if you had a mind to make him to be whatever 


he has written againſt. It is not long ſince you 
repreſented him, , as a Friend to Diſloyalty, and 


a Lover of War and Bloodſhed. Now he muſt 
needs be a Diſciple of Socinus. And next poſſibly 


ou will make a Papiſt of him, juſt as you pleaſe. 


ut at preſent as to Socinianiſm let me tell you, 
when you have written half ſo much, and to ſich 
purpoſe, againſt that Hereſy, as he has done, it 
will be time enough then for you to accuſe, or 
me to vindicate him from this unjuſt Charge ; of 
which I dare fay you do not in your Conſcience 

believe him guilty. © | 
Reſt. He ſticks at nothing to do all the Miſchief he 
„ * 13 
Vind. He is extremely obliged to you for ſuch 
a Character ! But pray how do you make it out. 
Reſt. He has heretofore defended Revelation againſt 


the Deiſts, Chriſtianity againſt the Jews, and the 
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Trinity againſt the Socinians; now in this Book be 
gives up Revelation, Chriſtianity, the Trinity, al 
that he may diſtreſs Popery, _ 1 8 
Vind. Since by your own Confeſſion, he has 

done ſuch excellent Service to our Religion, a- 
gainſt theſe irreconcilable Enemies to it, as he 
has againft others alſo, one would think you 


might have allowed him fair Quarter, if at laſt 


you had found him tripping. This not only Cha- 
rity, but Equity would adviſe. But now if he 


is not guilty as you ſuppoſe, but what he ſays is 
capable of a fair Interpretation, what then will 
you fay for your ſelf? Yet I fee not but his ſay- 


ing may be underſtood in a ſound and inoffenſive 
Senſe, whether you think ſo or not. Perſonal A- 
ions, ſays he, are attributed to the Divine Three, 


"therefore we call 'em Perſons. What can this mean 
but that there being Three Hypoſtaſes, or Subſiſtences, 


in the Divine Eſſence, whereto proper Perſonal 
Actions are attributed in Scripture, they are there- 


fore called Perſons ? This is ſo natural a Senſe of 


his Words, that you could not tell how to frame 
your vain Objection againſt it, but by changing 
the Words and then arguing againſt them, not as 
he has ſpoken them, but as you have put them in- 
to his Mouth. He ſays, they are called Perſons 
becauſe of their Perſonal Actions ; you, that you 
might ſeem to have ſome Exception to him, re- 
preſent him as ſaying, they are Perſons only becauſe 
of theſe Perſonal Actions attributed to them. 


Again ſay you, If they are called Perſons only ad 


captum, and not that we ſhould think it really ſo, then 
we muſe not think there are any real Perſons in the Tri- 
nity. Now here a little Ingenuity wou'd have di- 
reed you to read over his Words once more, be- 
fore you had framed your Objection, and ſeen 


| how little reaſon he had given for ſuch an In- 


terpre- 


terpretation, having expreſly declared, * there did 


not come ſuch a Thought into bis Head, as Three Per- 
ſons of Men. Whence you might have fatisfied 

our ſelf, when he ſays this Name is uſed ad captum, 

e means that it is in Condeſcenfion to our Capa- 
cities, and becauſe we know not how to 'expreſs 
our ſelves more clearly, that the Word Perſon is 
here uſed ; not that the Three HHypoſtaſes ſignified 
by that Name would not have been the ſame 
they are, whether called by that Name or not. 
Then ſay you, we muſt not think there are any veal 


Perſons in the Trinity, whereas he denies only ſuch 
Perſons as thoſe of Men; and ſuch you cannot 


pretend to ſay they are. And now what becomes 
of your ſhameful Exclamations about execrable 


Blaſphemy, and ſticking at nothing to do you Miſchief, 


giving up all char be may diftreſs Popery ? I add far- 


ther, what if you cannot clear your ſelf of having 
ventured to expoſe the very fundamental Articles 


of Religion, to ſerve your Cauſe, and fo the 


Charge recoils upon your ſelf ? This you have 
done too apparently, by ſetting your late Doctrine 


of Tranſubſtantiation upon the ſame Foot with 


the Being of a God and all the Articles of the 
Creed, as if they had no better Foundation to 
ſupport them, than that has. Than which you 
could not well contrive to do a greater Miſchief 
to Chriſtianity, this being as much as in you lies, 
to ſap and undermine its very Foundation. Your 
next Section is too trifling to deſerve our notice; 


and the next after that not much better, where 


you are pleaſed to charge our Author with not 
being of St. Auguſtins Religion. 


Reſt. f Your Author's Lord propoſes a Deiſtical 


Queſt ion, which is a little puzzling. What Authority, 
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ſays | 


| : ( 113) 

ſays the Deiſt, bave you to believe Scripture. No 
Authority, ſays your Author, it x Evidence, and not 
2 upon which my Belief of the Scriptures is 
aunded... +: : 

F XIII. Vind. Hence you triumphantly infer St. Au- 
guſtin and him to be of different Religions, but for 
what reaſon? St, Auguſtin, J grant, profeſſes he 
* would not believe the Goſpel, but for the Authority of 
the Church. But it will be hard to tell the Diffe- 
rence between them. Our Author believes upon 
Evidence convincing his Reaſon, not upon any 


other ſort of Authority. St. Auguſtin believes up- 
on the Authority of the Church, that is, of the 


* 


Primitive, f not of the preſent Church, and not 
as || a Legiſlator, but as a Witneſs teſtifying the 


Goſpel to be the ſame that was taught by our 


Bleſſed Saviour and his Apoſtles ; which in my 
judgment, comes to the ſame thing. So that theſe 
Two may very well agree togetber, and be of 
the ſame Religion, notwithſtanding your ſmart 


_ Obſervation to the contrary. 


| Reſt. He ſays farther, I believe the Seriptures and 
the Facts therein related, upon the ſame, and much ſtron- 
er Evidence, than I have for believing there was ſuch 
a Man as Alexander, or Ceſar, &c. or ſuch a Town 


as Rome, or Conſtantinople, &c. 
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* Evangelio non crederem, niſi me Catholicæ Eccleſize 
commoveret Authoritas. Cont. Ep. Man. Fundam. c. 5. | 
+ So did Gerlon, de Vit. Spirit. lect. 2. & Durandus 1.3. 
diſtin&. 24. quæſt. 1. Tho. Waldenſ. Doctrinal. Antiq. Fid. 
1. 2. c. 21. Joh. Dried. de Eccl. ſcript. & dogm. I. 4. c. 4 Du 
Pin, Diſſert. prelimin. 1. 2. ch. f. 5. 8. . 
Ce n'eſt pas que I' Evangile tire en ſoi ſon Aurhorite de 
I Egliſe: il Pa de Dieu meme, qui Va reveié & inſpiteé. 
Mais on reſt ſeur de cette revelation, que par 1autorite de 
PEgliſe, qui nous apprend que c*eſt ce meme Evangile qui 


2 ELE ECLIte par les Apotres. Du Pin ibid. 


H '  Vind, 


E 
Vind. And can you find fault with this? You 
muſt be in a very peeviſh Humonr if you do. 

Reſt. To this the Deiſt may eaftly reply, that the 
Scripture cannot be believed upon the ſame Evi- 
dence, much leſs a ſtronger; for no Man in his Sen- 
ſes ever denied there was ſuch a Man as Alexander, 
&c. or that there is ſuch a Town as Rome, &c. but 
thouſands of learned Men have denied 8 eripture to be 
the Word of God. N 


ind, I chought che Inquiry had been, whether 


full and unexceptionable Evidence had been to be 
believed ; but it ſeems, according to you, the' 
Uſage the Scripture has met with from perverſe 
and obſtinate Men, is the true Standard of its 
_ Credibility, Let it be ever ſo undeniable in it 

felf, if it has had the ill Fate to be denied, little 


regard is thenceforward to be had to it. This is 


a way of arguing ſomewhat peculiar to your ſelf ; 
and I will not contend with you about it, but 
leave it to the Reader to judge of it. Only this 
I would offer to his Conſideration, that if the Op- 
poſition a Doctrine meets with, whether juſtly or 
unjuſtly, invalidates the Evidence alledged in its 
Defence, I am afraid the Caſe of your Church and 
its Doctrines is very bad, they having met with 
much greater Oppoſition, than the Holy Scripture 


has done. So that by this new invented Argu- 


ment, all that you have been ſo long building is 
__ thrown down at ene Stroke. I would alfo deſire 
to be inſtructed, who thoſe thouſandi of learned Men 
are, who have had the Hardineſs to deny the Scri- 
pture to be the Word of God. If you mean the Mani- 
chees, or ſuch other ancient Hereticks, or our mo- 
dern Quaker, pray make the beſt you can of their 
Denial. If you know of any other Pretenders to 
Chriſtianity that have done it, be ſo kind, as to 
let others know them too in your next Letter. 


Rep. 1 


Cas - Nt 
Rep. I believe it, ſays your Author, from the Na- 
ture of the Evidence, which makes ic impcflible 
to concert ſuch a Lye; and to carry it on without 
being detected. And yet your whole Reformation is 
grounded upon the Poſſibility of concerting ſuch a Lye. .. 
Vind. How do you make that out? The Argu- 
ment is very ſound; but your Charge upon the 
Reformation needs good Proof. TOE $7 
Reſt. Don't you declare that the Church of Rome 
concerted the Lye of Tranſubſtantiation, and carried it 
on without being detected? Sure you cannot deny this. 
Vd. I both can, and do deny it. In the firſt 
place I think this Inſtance not to be to the pur- 
poſe, becauſe there is a great difference betwixt 
miſtaking the Senſe of a Text of Scripture, and 
propagating that Miſtake, which, a Man may in 
many caſes do honeſtly, and others may be unde- 
ſignedly drawn into it; there is a great difference, 
I ſay, between the venting and propagating ſuch 
a Miſtake, and atteſting to the truth of a Matter 
of Fact, which they that atteſt it know not to 
have been done, or a Writing which the Atteſters 
know to be a Forgery. Honeſt and well-meaning 
Men may poſſibly be concerned in the one, but 
none but Knaves and Impoſtors can engage in 
the other, Upon which account the former may 
oftentimes prevail where the latter cannot. In 
the next place, I ſay, the erroneous Doctrine of 
Tranſubſtantiation, was ſo far from being con- 
certed, and carried on without Detection, that 
it met with great Oppoſition from time to time, 
For not only the Greek Church and ſeveral others 
in the. Eaſtern Part of the World, were irrecon- 
cilable Enemies to it, as Mr. Claude has proved at 
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large, but nearer home, it was oppoſed by Bertram, 
+ Rabanus Maurus, Berengarius, and .*. others. It was 


detected and oppoſed, and tho' carried on with a 


high Hand, never had that univerſal Teſtimony 
given to it, that was to the Holy Scriptures. But 
you do not care what Hurt you do to them, fo 
you can but think it ſubſervient to your Deſign 
erroneous ſoever. f 

XIV. Ref. I have a great many Exceptions to 
make concerning the Canon of Scripture. | 

Vind. And I will anſwer them very briefly. 

Ref. t. What Churches were the Goſpels, the 
Ads, Hebrews, Cc. ſent to, and what Church kept 
carefully the Originals, and ſent Copies of them to ot ber 
Churches. The-Goſpels and Acts not being deſign- 
ed for any particular Church, but for the Benefit 
of the Church in general, it is moſt likely, that 


 where-ever the Originals were, Authentick and 


well atteſted Copies were diſperſed over all Places 


where Chriſtianity had obtained ; which were a 


juſt Foundation for there being received into the 
Canon of Scripture. The Epiſtle to the Hebrews, 
if you will condeſcend to believe * St. Chry/oftome 
and Theodorer | was written to the Fews eſpecial- 
ly that dwelt in Fudæa and Paleſtine, tho' not to 
theſe only, but to the diſperſed Fews alſo that 
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De Corpore & Sanguine Domini. Vide etiam Prohibit. 
in indice Expurg. Madrit 1667. p. 98. 

+ Epift. ad Heribald. c. 33. 
I Apud Lanfranc. de Sacram. Euchariſt. 
. Liſle“ Saxon Monuments, Biſhop Cofin's Hiſt. of Tranful- 
fantiation, c. 7. | | 
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were 


of ſupporting the Doctrines of your Party, how _ 


Vere 


CE] 
were Believers. And ſo it was like to be ſuffi- 
ciently known before the Canon came to be ſet- 


tled. 


Reſt. II. When an Epiſtle was ſent to Corinth, eve- 
ry Member of that Church did not know the Apoſtles 
hand, &C. x, 
Vind. Nor was it neceſſary that every one ſhould. 
When a Bull, an Indulgence, a Pardon, or any 
thing of that nature comes hither from Rowe, it is 
not held neceſſary that you in particular, nor ma- 
ny others ſhould know the Hand it comes in. Yet 
I do not think you reckon your ſelf obliged to 
flight and reject it upon that account. So at 
Corinth it was ſufficient, that the proper Judges 
there were fully convinced the Epiſtles they re- 
ceived were the Genuine Writings of the Apo- 
ſtle whoſe Name they bare, and that from thence 
the Church in all other Parts were fully aſſured 
it was ſo, For if * i» the mouth of two or three 
Witneſſes every Word ſhall be eſtabliſhed ; how much 
more in the Mouth of a whole Church at once ? 
Eſpecially when we know not at this diſtance, 
what other Evidence the Apoſtle himſelf might 
have given of it in the ſeveral places, where he 


had gone Preaching the Goſpel ? But you want 


us now to tell all the grounds the Primitive 
Church had for the reception of this or any other 
part of Scripture. A very wiſe and reaſonable 
Demand. LY. 

Reſt. III. Since this Method was ſo ſure, and 
the Originals were extant, why was the Canon not 
ſettled in the firſt Age? 

Vind. You would not have it ſettled before it 
was all written; which was not till very near the 
end of the firſt Century. So that all its Parts could 
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not be then generally known. It is ſufficient they 


were afterwards all received, tho' not all immedi- 
ately, there having been ſome Diſpute about the 
Epittles of St. James and Jude, the ſecond of St. 
Peter, the Second and Third of St. John, that to 
the Hebrews, and the Revelation. That there was 
ſo, was F. Toland's Objection before yon. And 


one of his Anſwerers returns this Anſwer to it, 


which you may take alſo to your ſelf. * The 
* leaſt we can make of this is, that the Majority 
© of Chriſtians rejected thoſe Writings, and that 
too à long time. But Euſebiu, from whom our 


© Author had his Intelligence, ſays otherwiſe, he 


&« ſaith, thoſe pieces are of the number of ar 


« youltoy, but withal yiwcuuy Toi; v, i. e. Gain- 


ff [aid indeed by we know not whom ; but received 
6 by the Generality. Euſeb. H. E. I. 3. c. 25. It ſeems 
© however they were rejected by ſome, and that 
e alſo a long time. I anſwer, they were all receiv- 
ce ed as ſoon as the Churches had full Commu- 
6% nicaticn with one another, by the Convention 
© of Councils; which for ſmall Books containing 
cc nothing that 15 ſingular, WAS ſoon enough. And 
your own Mr. Du Pin I has conſidered this Obje- 
Aion ſomewhat more largely; and tells us rhe 


ſum of his Remarks is, that it was but a ſmall num- 
ber of the Books of the New Teſtament, whoſe Autho- 


rity bad been called in queſtion, that there were but 
2 Churches that doubted of them, and that their 


Doubt laſted-not long: Which is I think a full An- 


ſwer to this Objection. But if any deſire farther 
ſatisfaction concerning it, he may ſee this Point 
of the Canon of the New Teſtament throughly 
diſcuſſed in the forementionęd Defence of rhe Canon 
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* 


| of. the New Teſtament in anſwer to Amyntor, this 


Preliminary Diſcourſe of Mr. Du Pin called in the 
Engliſh Tranſlation his Compleat Hiſtory of the Ca- 


non and Writers of the Old and New Teſtament ; and 


in. another moſt compleat Vindication of the New 
Teſtament, entituled, The Canon of the New Teſta- 
ment vindicated, in anſwer to the Objections of J. T. 


in bis Amyntor ; and written by the late admira- 


bly Learned Mr. Jobn Richardſon formerly a Fellow 
of Emmanuel Colledge in Cambridge. Here he may 
find this Point fully argued: without the help of 
your Principles; yet to the clear Conviction of To- 
land, and the Free-thinkers, and your ſelf together 
with them. Whereto give me leave to add that 
Tertullian * teſtifies the unque ſtionable, I may ſay 
the + Original Epiſtles of the Apoſtles, ipſce au- 
thentice litteræ eorum, were read in their Churches 
in his time. And ſo they could have no pretence 
for doubting of their being what they were ſaid 
to be. And of the Goſpels Irenzws faith, they 
were delivered us || ro the intent they might be the 
Ground and Pillar of our Faith. Such was the re- 
gard paid to the ſacred Writings in thoſe early 
times. And that they meet with a different treat- 
ment, from thoſe of your Communion now, is 2 
Blot you will never be able to wipe off. 

Reſt. IV. As the moſt part of the Diſputes with the 
Antient Hereticks, was about i be ſpuriouſneſs and ge- 


nuineneſs of the Scripture: ; if the Originals had been 
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De Præſcript. hæret. c. 36. | | 
T Authenticas, inquit Quintinus, literas Apoſtolorum vo- 

cat. Apoſtolorum manu Scriptas, aut Sublcriptas, ut ab 

Ulpiano dicuntur authentice tabula, authentice rationes, authen- 

ricum Teſtamentum ; quod diſt in guitur ab exemplo teſtament, 

1. 4. F. Fa. erciſc. lib. ult. F. de Teſtament. Vulgus appellar 

Originalia, &c, Pamel. in loc. NN. 
Adv. heref, I. 3. c. 1. 
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extant, the producing of em would have ended the R. 


pute, without any more ado. «HIS 

Vind. Will you undertake for this? Are you ſo 
fond of the Antient Hereticks, and Antiſcripturiſts, 
as that you will take upon you to be their Com- 
purgator ? Or dare you anſwer for them, that 
they all knew the Hands of the Evangelifts and 


Apoſtles ſo perfectly, as that a ſight hereof would 


have preſently ſilenced them? I cannot poſſibly 
think you believe this. And therefore I ſhall not 
rake pains to confute it. But as Abraham ſaid in ano- 
ther caſe, concerning the rich- Man's. Five Bre- 
thren whom he had left behind him upon Earth, 
* If they bear not Moſes and the Prophets, neither will 
they be perſwaded, though one roſe > Er the Dead; (0 


ſhall I ſay of theſe Diſputers. If they would not 


be convinced by ſuch Evidence as had ſatisfyed 
the Univerſality of truer and better Chriſtians, 
neither would they have owned their Error, tho' 
even the Originals of the Scripture had been laid 
before them. And for any thing you know to the 
contrary this Trial might have been actually made 
of a great part at leaſt. of them, tho' without your 
ſuppoſed ſucceſs. . 7 


Reft. V. St. Ignatius in Ep. ad Philad. ſeems to be 


of a contrary Opinion to yours; as alſo was Mr. 
Dodwell, and perhaps Euſebius too. # 

Vind. As to St. Ignatius, you muſt, change his 
Word ax, into e, and without the Autho- 


rity of any MS. to warrant it, before you can 


make it bend at all to your purpoſe. Nor will 
this do neither, for ſuppoſing ſuch an alteration 
made, I cannot imagine how this will ſhew that 
truly Primitive Biſhop and Martyr, to be in any 
wile of 4 contrary Opinion to ours, And you have 
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not been pleaſed to tell us, how we might find it 
out. Mr. Dodwell was a Man of great Learning 
and Piety ; but aliquando bonus dormitat Homerus ; 
You know we did not believe him Infallible. And 

though the ſevere Perſecutions the Chriſtians were 
expoſed to might poſſibly occaſion the original 
Scriptures to be more concealed, than otherwiſe 

they would have been, yet it muſt be owned the 
Copies of them were diſperſed amongſt the Chri- 
ſtians, as appears from the frequent Expreflions 
taken from them by the Writers of thoſe times, 
tho perhaps without naming the Anthors from 


whom they had them ; and were moſt of them 


owned as the true and genuine Works of the Evan- 
geliſts and Apoſtles, whoſe Name they now have; 
and conſequently as Canonical and undoubted | 
Scripture ; it being morally impoſſible, as Mr. Richard- 
ſon well argues, * to ſuppoſe, that Pieces wrote, or 
authoriſed by the Apoſtles, ſhould not be eſteemed Cano- 
nical or Rules of Faith by all Chriſtians, to whom 
they were communicated, ſince the knowledge which they 
bad of the Doctrine of Faith, was entirely derived © 
from them and their Inſtructiont. Euſebius, as you 
ſay, complains of the Artemoniſts, for corrupting 
the Scriptures then received, but you add, he has nor 
one word of the firſt Originals of the Apoſtles, nor 
ſays the Hereticks were brought to this Teſt, Let it 
is certain he ſays, they adulterated the plain and ſin- 
cere Faith of the ſacred Writings, Which plainly im- 
plies that they had thoſe Holy Writings, ſuch as 


were known to be ſo, and perhaps the Originals 


themſelves, if they deſired to fee them. So that 
theſe three Authorities all leave you, juſt where 
you was before. N e 
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Ref. Suppoſe the” Originals were then extant, might 
2 1 have conſpired, to ſay they were Jivinely 
PPC 
_ Find. To ſhew your great Zeal for Chriſtianity, 
ou are. ſtill arguing for the Deiſ:; and“ if your 
Religion teach you this, it muſt needs be a wicked 
one ; for otherwiſe it would never put you upon 


to explode Divine Revelation, and re- 


ftudyio 
— — all, as a triek and impoſtnre. But that 
he Scriptures were written by Divine Inſpiration 
Fas heap ſo often proved, againſt the Antiſcrip- 
turifts, chat I ſhall not now enter upon a farther 
roof of it, here in the end of this Dialogue, 
but leave the Reader to conſult ſome of the many 
Authors who. have written upon this Subject, and 
amongſt others the two forementioned Anſwerers 
to Ampnior, who have ſo worthily taken pains to 
. clear this Point. "Eſpecially ſince this is no part 
of the Controverſy I defign'd to engage in, name- 
ly of the matters in Diſpute betwixt the Church of 
England and that of Rome. 
XV. Reſt. * Remember Sir I have anſwered your 


o n 


Vind. The Infallibility ef your Church is a Tro- 

jay Horſe, that has a whole Army of Deluſions in 
Ir whereby it prepares it's Votaries to fwallow 
all fort of Corruptions without Chewing ; as Ex- 


on the other hand, that I have inquired into your 
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there is appointed one of the Learned of thoſe Convents to 
take Notes and to judge And as he finds their Fancies, 
whether for Preſpytery, Independenry, Annbaptiſm, Atheiſm, ſo 
accordingly they be to Act, an] to exerciſe their Wits. B H 
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efuthor's Objeclions, againſt the Infallibility of the 


»When the Romiſn Orders do thus Argue pro and con, 
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bold Pretences to it, and ſhewn them to be. all 


Groundleſs and Precarious, and what you can 
never Maintain; that you have no Foundation for 
them in Scriptute, that your Reaſons for them are 


inſufficient, and that your Errors and Corruptions 


are an irrefragable Confutation of them. I have 
noted alſo that you are far from being infallibly 
agreed amongſt your ſelves, where this pretended 
Infallibility is ſeated, whether in the Church Dif- 
fuſive, or Repreſentative, and if in the latter, 
whether in the Pope alone, the, Pope and his Car- 
dinals, a Council alone, or a Council only when 
confirmed by the Pope. Nor was it known to 
Primitive Antiquity, any more than it is to us, 
And moreover had you really. any ſuch mighty 
Privilege, which from the foregoing Conſidera- 
tions it is certain you have not, it would yet be of 
no advantage to far the greateſt part of your 
Church, unleſs their Prieſts who are to inftruck 
them, were each of them Infallible, which, after all 
your Boaſts in this kind, you cannot pretend. So 
thac in my Opinion you had much better have let. 


alone this Brag, of having proved your Infallibili- 


ty, when I have ſhewn ſo plainly, that you nei- 
ther have, nor can prove it. But big Words ma- 
ny times do Buſineſs ; and you are reſolved to try 
what uſe you can make of them., This alone you 


| ſay is a compleat Anſwer to our Authors whole B. ak, 
being no leſs than Demonſtration. But all I can 


find it Demonſtrates, is only that you are. willing to 
beg the Queſtion, and then try what Superſtru- 
ctures you can build upon it. But pray Sir re- 


member the Danger of building upon a ſandy 


Foundation, leaſt your Building fall and bury you 
in it's Ruins. Inſallibility is too high a Claim to 
be granted you without good Proof; for want of 
which, your falily pretended Infallible Church's 
Condemnation of gur Author's Book, will do ie 
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no manner of harm. Let upon this falſe Preterice 
you ſeem to value your ſelf, as if all Opponents, 
though with ever ſo much Reaſon on their ſide, 


muſt preſently fall before you. It is but getting 
your pretended Infallible Church, to paſs her Cen- 


ſure upon them, which ſhe is ready to do upon all 
Occaſions, and the Buſineſs is done. This were 
an eaſy Conqueſt, if there were any thing in it; 
but as the Caſe now ftands I am apt to think, you 
will meet with few of your Adverſaries ſo weak, 
as to be affrighted with ſuch a Bratum fulmen, ſuch 
a harmleſs Crack as this is. i 1 


with this long Converſation ; and ſhall not ſtand to 
rake notice of your witty Flouriſh, upon our perry 
Scriblers and their Obje&#zons. | But I muſt not wholly 
paſs by your Complaine of not being permitted to 
Print on your ſide; whereas you actually do it, 
and this Letter now before me is full Proof againſt 


you, together with ſeveral other Books I could 


name, that you can Print upon Occaſion. Only 
becauſe you do it by Connivance, and not with 
publick Licenſe, this ſerves for a Pretence for not 
having anſwered ſuch Books as none of you could 
anſwer when you had the greateſt freedom of doin 

it, as T have already told you. For my own part, 7 
heartily wiſh our Superiors would think fit to let 
you looſe to write as you pleaſe, having learnt from 
che Experience we had formerly of your perfor- 


-  mances in this kind that you would do your own. 
Buſineſs moſt effectually. And if you cannot 


make good your Pretences by Writing, upon Stu- 
dy and Deliberation, I take it for granted you 
cannot hope to do 'it better by a verbal Confe- 
rence, which you ſeem to offer at, but I am con- 
fident you would find out. ſome pretence to de- 


- Cline it, were your Challenge accepted. You ' 


may, and I do not doubt but you have a very good 
R Of iniog 


/ 


do g. secs muy nn waa 


ow, Wy, 


OV 0 fs Mo: 


he: 
_ 


=,» we OP 


_— wa 1 -w > w = oy ny is of? 


Can 


Opinion of your own Ability; but pray Sir re- 


member, when there was a ſolemn Debate of this 
Nature, before ſome of the greateſt Perſons of 
the Kingdom, who they were that got the Victory 
to ſuch a Degree, that they were ordered not to 
give an Account of what had paſſed. I would not 
go about to leſſen your Skill in Controverſy, or 
in any wiſe to diſparage you, but I hope I may 
ſay without Offence, that you are-hardly better 
qualified for ſuch an Engagement, than thoſe who 
were choſen for that ſolemn Debate; which yet ſuc- 
ceeded ſo ill on your fide. The fault was not in the 


Advocates, but in the Cauſe they had underta- 
ken to maintain; and ſince that ſtill remains, how 


ingenious ſoever you may be, it would be no ill 


Advice to you, to conſider before-hand, and take 


warning by them. Thus Sir I releaſe you at pre- 
ſent, begging Pardon for the trouble I have hi- 
therto given you ; and not deſigning to interrupt 
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pour Studies any farther, till you ſhall think fit to 
give occaſion for it by a ſecond Letter. o 
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